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Mr. DOBBIN then took the floor, and spoke in 1 Portugal has in commission 59 vessels, and 225 


defence of the report which he had submitted from 
the majority of the committee, (yielding the floor, 
for inquiry, to Mr. LEAKE and Mr. 8. JONES.) 

[Mr. W HEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report; and Mr. McDOW- 
ELL, on leave given, withdrew certain papers 
from the files of the House. ] 

Mr. CHIPMAN, after replying to some of the 
remarks of Mr. Harper, procecded to vindicate 
the report of the minority. 

He had not concluded when he yielded to a mo- 
tion that the House adjourn— 

Which prevailing, the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, March 3, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- || 


rt from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, the 
following information in relation to the maritime 
power of each of the nations of the world: 


[The report, among other items of information, | 


shows that Great Britain has (exclusive of 14 sail- 
ing vessels and 22 steamers in the Indian navy, 26 
contract mail-steamers, under control of Govern- 
ment, and 72 revenue cutters—total, 134 vessels, 
carrying 310 guns) in commission, 371 vessels, 


carrying 4,718 guns; building and in ordinary, 300 | 
vessels, mounting 15,054 guns; total, 671 vessels, | 


mounting 17,772 guns; manned by 40,000 men; of 
which vessels, 12] are steamers. 


France has in commission 187 vessels; carrying | 


4,157 guns; building and ordinary, 129 vessels, 
and 4,625 guns; total, 316 vessels, 8,782 guns; 
manned by 27,554 men; of which vessels, 37 are 
steamers. 

Russia has, (exclusive of the Caspian fleet,) 
combining those in commission, building, ordina- 
ry, &c., 179 vessels, 5,976 guns, manned by 59,000 
men; of which vessels, 6 are steamers. 

The United States have in commission 47 ves- 
sels, and 1,155 guns; building and in ordinary, &c., 
30 vessels, and 1,190 guns; total 77 vessels, (of 


which 5 are war-steamers,) and 2,345 guns, man- | 
ned by 8,724 men. This is exclusive of the United || 


States revenue vessels, consisting of 13 sailing ves- 


sels, total tonnage, 1,443; eight steam vessels, total | 
tonnage, 3,110—the whole mounting 61 guns, and | 


manned by 769 men. 


Turkey has in commission 31 vessels and 1,520 
guns; building and in ordinary, 12 vessels, mount- | 


ing 692 guns; total, 43 vessels, (of which 3 are 
steamers,) and 2,212 guns; number of men un- 
known. 


Egypt has in commission 35 vessels, and 1,448 | 


guns; building and in ordinary, &c., 3 vessels (of 
which one is a steamer,) and 312 guns; total 38 
vessels, and 1,760 guns; number of men unknown. 

Holland has in commission 48 vessels, and 308 
guns; building, in ordinary, &c., 86 vessels, and 
1,344 guns; total 134 vessels, (of which 4 are 


steamers,) and 1,652 guns; number of men un- | 


known. 


Sweden has in commission 330 vessels, and 660 | 


guns; building, in ordinary, &c., 50 vessels, and 
1,194 guns; total 380 vessels, (of which 2 are 
steamers,) 1,854 guns; number of men unknown. 
_ Denmark has in commission 96 vessels, mount- 
ing 344 guns; building, in ordinary, &c., 12 ves- 
sels and 732 guns; total 108 vessels, and 1,076 
guns; number of men unknown. 

Austria has in commission 74 vessels, and 686 
guns; number of men unknown. 

Brazil has in commission 31 vessels, and 450 
guns; building, in ordinary, &c., 11 vessels, and 
325 guns; total 42 vessels, and 775 guns; number 
of men unknown. 

Sardinia has.in commission 11 vessels, and 226 
guns; b , and in ordinary, 4 vessels, and 220 
guns; total 15 vessels, (of which 2 are steamers, ) 
and 446 guns; number of men unknown. 

The Two Sicilies have in commission 17 vessels, 
mounting 338 guns; number of men unknown. 

Spain has in commission 2] vessels, and 348 
guns; 4 of which vessels are steamers. 
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|| extra copies be printed for the use of the Senate; 
| also, that the said report be referred to the Com- 
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SATURDAY, MARCH a, 1846. 


New Senies....No. 29. 
ws URE 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted the following 

resolution; which lies over: 

Resolved, Thiat the President of the United States 
guns. . be requested to communicate to the Senate copies 
Although the whole naval force of Austria, the || of any correspondence that may have taken place 
Two Sicilies, and Portugal, have been stated as | between the authorities of the United States and 
| being in commission, the report says, “* [tis prob- | those of Great Britain, since the last documents 
| able that a portion of it is in‘ ordinary,’ but it is | transmitted in relation to the subject of the Oregon 
not known what portion.’? These nations have a | territory, or of so much thereof as may be commu- 

| few war-steamers, but the number is not known.] 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON remarked that this re- 
port had been made in answer to a resolution sub- 
| mitted by him, and as he supposed that it con- 
| tained important and interesting statistics, he mov- 
| ed that the said report be printed, and that 5,000 





guns, manned by 4,500 men. 
. r . ° 
Mexico has in commission 23 vessels and 42 


nicated without detriment to the public interest, 

Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, Visat the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of relinquishing to the States of Indiana and The 
nois all that part of the national road within their 
limits; and of granting to said States a quantity of 
the public lands which may be adequate to the com- 
pletion of said road to the Mississippi river; and 

[A message was received from the House of || that they report by bill or otherwise. 
Representatives, announcing that said House had Mr. H. JOHNSON submitted the following res- 
passed an act, entitled An act for the relief of || olution; which was agreed to: 

Charles W. Bingley; in which the concurrence of Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of 
| the Senate was asked.] War of the 27th instant, together with the accom- 

Mr. UPHAM presented the petition of Nathan | panying documents containing the information call- 
Haskett, praying reimbursement of a forfeiture | ed for, with respect to the works proposed to be 
paid by him as a recognisor for an absconding | erected at Proctor’s Landing, be referred to the 
criminal, who was afterwards taken and tried for | Committee on Military Affairs; and that the said 
the same offence; which was referred to the Com- || committee be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
mittee on the Judiciary. diency of making an appropriation for the con- 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Wil- || struction of a fortification at Proctor’s Landing, on 
liam B. Foster, of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, pray- || Lake Borgne, Louisiana. 
ing compensation for his services, and remunera- Mr. BAGBY, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tion for his losses, in negotiating a loan to enable || tained leave to introduce a bill for the relief of John 
him to purchase necessary supplies for United |G, Whitsett; which was read a first and second 
States troops; which was referred to the Commit- | time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
tee of Claims. a ns Lands, together with the report of the Secretary 

Mr. SEVIER presented the petition of citizens | of War on the subject. 
of Arkansas, praying that the compensation allow- Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Foreign 
ed to surveyors of the public lands in that State |! Relations, reported a bill for the relief of William 
may be increased; which was referred to the Com- || 4. Slacum, which was read, and the accompany - 
mittee on Public Lands. +s os ing report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of citizens Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on the Li- 
of Illinois, praying the improvement of the Des brary, reported a joint resolution for subseription 
Moines and Rock River rapids of the Upper Mis- | for Gordon’s Indices: which was read, and the 
S18Sippl. : | report was ordered to be printed. 

_ Mr. B. remarked that this matter had beencon-| Mr, PENNYBACKER, from the Committee 
sidered by Congress heretofore, and a survey of | of Claims, reported a joint resolution for the relief 
the rapids had been made, which shows that the || of Peter Gorman; which was read, and the report 
improvement requested, and which is one of much || was ordered to be printed. 
importance, is not only feasible but easy, and will || Mr, CAMERON, from the Committee on Pat- 
cost but little. He moved that the petition be re- |! ents and the Patent Office, reported a bill to extend 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce; which was || the patent of P. Bancroft Woodcock, for an im- 

_ agreed to. | provement in the plough; which was read. 

Mr. BRIGHT submitted a joint resolution pass- Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
ed by the Legislature of the State of Indiana, in | val Affairs, submitted an adverse report upon the 
favor of a grant to that State, for the use of com- || memorial of Samuel H. Thompson. 

, mon schools, of the unappropriated public lands Mr. NILES moved that 3,000 copies of the re- 
| therein; which was referred to the Committee on | ; ort submitted yesterday, together with certain 

Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. documents in relation to a post-route to Oregon, be 
| Also, a joint resolution passed by the above || printed for the use of the Senate; but gave way 
| body, in favor of a reduction of the price of the | toa motion by 

public lands according to the length of time that Mr. CALHOUN, that the subject be referred to 
they have been in the market; which was referred | the Committee on Printing; which motion was 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to || agreed to. 

be printed. -Mr. BERRIEN moved to postpone the prior or- 

5 a joint resolution in favor of an alteration | ders of the day, in order to take from the table the 
of the pre-emption laws in favor of actual settlers | report of the Committee on the Judiciary on the 
/on the public lands; which was referred to the || petition of Caleb Greene; which motion was agreed 
| Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be || to. ; 

i printed. : Mr. B. moved that said report be recommitted 
Mr. B. also presented a joint resolution passed |! to the Committee on the Judiciary; which motion 
|| by the Legislature of Indiana, in favor of a grant || was agreed to. 
|| of land to aid in the construction of the Buffalo Mr. ASHLEY moved to postpone the prior or- 
}and Mississippi railroad; which was referred to || ders of the day, and take up the Senate ‘bill in 
| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, || relation to seamen’s wages;” which motion was 
| and ordered to be printed. || agreed to. ie 5 
| Mr. DIX presented the petition of Thomas |) Mr. A. then moved that said bill be recommitted 
| Brownell, praying the renewal of his pension; | the Committee on the Judiciary; which motion 
| which was referred to the Committee on Naval || WS also agreed to. 
| Affairs. Mr. WEBSTER moved that the previous orders 
| Mr. D. also presented the petition of the heirs of | of the day be postponed, in order to take from the 
| Daniel D. Tompkins, deceased, praying the pay- | table the petition of Asa Andrews; which motion 
| ment of interest on the sum due him for his ser- was agreed to; and said petition was then, on 
| vices in the last war with Great Britain; which | motion of Mr. W., referred to the Committee of 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Claims. 


mittee on Naval Affairs; which motions were 
agreed to. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Dayron, 
calling upon the President of the United States for 
information whether, in his opinion, the naval force 
United States should be increased, and if 


the indications which governed that 


of the 
aU. what were 
oOplhien. 

Mr. SEVIER hoped that the Senator would al- 
low it to lay over for a few day 

Mr. D \\ TON. 1 have no obje ction whatever. 

The resolution, therefore, lies over. 

"The Senate procet ded to the consideration of the 
adverse report of the Committee on Pensions, on 
the petiion of William Pennoyer; which report 
wa con rred li). 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, on the petition of Samuel Simpson; 
which report wa concurred im, 

Also, the adverse re port of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, on the petition of Willam 


Hip pens; W hich re port Was concurred ih. 


Aliso, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, on the petition of the ad- 
ministrators of ‘Thomas Jett, deceased. 


Vr. PHELPS stated that additional evidence in 
to the claim of the above petitioners had 
furnished, and he therefore moved that the 
vhich motion was agreed 


T ilion 
been 
report be rec muniutted; 
wo. 
INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 
The S 
bill to ay ’ 
domain, for the completion of works of internal 
improvement in the Stat of Michigan; when 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked that he was 
anxious to bring this subject to a close at the ear- 
f pecial order of the day 
had already twice interrupted him in his remarks 
the s 1, and as the hour when the dis- 
ion of the special order would again 
iy at hand, he would move that the 


resumed the consideration of the 
ly certain alternate sections of the public 


nate 


! 
lie ftynmoment: tut as the 


wmpden said byl 


cus be re- 
sumed was n 
prior orde 
ceed to the 


day; whi 


r be postponed, and that the Senate pro- 


conaideration of the special order of the 


h motion was agreed to. 


OREGON—THE NOTICE. 


The Senate then procet ded, as mm committee of 


‘ onsid 


the whoie, to the eration of the special or- 
dey of the day—the joint resolution giving notice 
of the termination of the conyeution of 1527 with 
Great Britain for the joint occupancy of Oregon. 
Mr: DAYTON addressed the Senate. 


Involved 


He said: 
in the general question before the Senate 
ves Britain of the termi- 
the convention for the joint occupancy of 
These 


reneral aspects, 


j 


j 
which 
nau 

Oreron, 


notice to Great 
mot 
there are sundry propositions, 
wwever, In 
into two kinds: first, such as re- 


propos wus, ] their 


mAaVv be d vided 
quire “a sii pole unqualific d notice, or what is tan- 
tamount to it; secondly, such as are qualified in 
their character, indicating upon their face the 
peaceful spirit and intent with which the notice is 
to be given. There are other propositions of dif- 
ferent shades, but varying so slightly in their gen- 
eral character and aspect as to present In my mind 
little ground of difference. I avail myself, Mr. 
President, of this condition of the question, with 
the view veneral remarks. In 
doing so, [ cannot but feel that there Is no precise 
point before the Senate for discussion. 


of making some 


I cannot 
but feel, too, that there does not seem to be any 
precise principle for debate. ‘The debate in this 
chamber opened with generalities, and I fear it is 
to end very much in the same way. Were l as 
anxious for ‘all Oreron,” as some of our friends 
on the other side of the chamber appear to be, I 
should certainly make some precise point for dis- 
cussion, IT would make the point whether there 
be any * ‘notice’? at all. IT would insist 
that thines remain exactly as they are. I would 
meet Great Britain by a practical adoption of her 
doctrine: that title to this country can be acquired 
only by occupancy. That, sir, has been her po- 
sition from the beginning. She has feared from 
the beginning that this country would complete 
its title In that way. When the convention of 
1818 was about to be renewed in 1827, she ob- 
jected to that renewal, and placed herself upon the 
ground that it was dangerous for her to enter into 


hould 


it—we claiming an absolute right, she only the | 


right of keeping the country open. She insisted 
on entering a protest against this country exercis- 
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ing any exclusive jurisdiction. She yielded, but 
yielded reluctantly. It has, as I before said, been 
her fear from the beginning that we would com- 
plete our title to that country in this mode, which 
she recognises as available. Here is a wide en- 
trenchment—extended works if you please. The 
enemy admits that we have a right to enter—ad- 
mits that they are open—admits that if we occupy 
them, we have a right to hold them—our means 
of effecting an entrance are more than one hun- 
dred to one; end yet, with this manifest advantage 
in our favor, we waive our position, and, with a 
kind of reckless impetuous gallantry, endeavor to 
carry the works by assault. 

I repeat it, it seems to me that those gentlemen 
who are so desirous of all Oregon are hazarding 
their object by pressing the matter to a crisis at 
the present point. Were las anxious as they, I 
would adel as the country now stands, and de- 
pend upon time and emigration for the purpose of 
completing our title. I would take the hazard of 
collision with the retainers of the Hudson Bay 
Company—a hazard, | assure you, much less to 
be apprehended than some gentlemen, here and 
elsewhere, appear to imagine. 1 have not those 
melancholy forebodings which seem to cloud the 
minds of some gentlemen. I recollect well that, 
upon the discussion of this question some two or 
three years ago, we were then told 
tone, upon this floor, that soon the crack of the 
rifle would be heard beyond the mountains—that 
soon **the mighty West would be mounting on 
horseback.’’ The crack of that rifle has not vet been 
heard, and the mighty West remains at home, quiet 
and peaceful as usual. Were Il as anxious, as I 
before said, I would bear for awhile the chances 
of collision; T would tolerate this ** unnatural dou- 
ble-headed Government,’” to which certain Sena- 
tors have alluded. The convention which placed 
things in this condition is vituperated as wrong in 
principle. All T have to say is, that that conven- 
tion was endorsed in its origin, submitted to, and 
renewed, by the unanimous vote of the American 
Senate. But the state of society thus induced, the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] says, is an 
unnatural one: that even the patriarchs could not 
live so together, ‘There is point in the expression, 
and perhaps in the sentiment; but have we arrived 
at the point of patriarchal separation ? 
flocks and herds cover the whole land? Is there 
strife between our herdsmen? If so, the example 
of the patriarchs will hardly help us to “all of 
Oregon.” ‘* Let there be no strife between vs, for 
‘we be brethren. ; 


Do our 


‘Choose for thyself, then, I pray thee, so that if 
‘thou go to the left hand, I will depart to the right; 


‘and if thou go to the right hand, I will go to the | 
Such was the patriarchal principle. They | 


‘left? 
divided the country. Whatever claim we may have 
to Oregon by the book of Genesis, we are not like- 
ly to settle it upon the principles, and according to 
the example of Abraham. 7 


But I was speaking of the chances of col- | 
sy all accounts, whatever may have been | 


lision. 
the history of the past, the retainers of the Hud- 
son Bay Company and our people are living in 


a state of general amity and peace, on terms of | 
An allusion was made by | 


good neighborhood. 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Dix] to some- 


thing which indicated an act of British ageression. | 


“'True,”’ he said, ** Great Britain disclaimed all 
‘intention of extending her laws over American 
‘citizens; but if Senators would look at the docu- 
ments accompanying the President’s Message, 
they would find that the Hudson Bay Company 
had a more summary process of getting rid of the 
interference of American citizens, who attempted 
to settle on the north bank of the Columbia. Our 
people were exempt from the operation of British 
law, but not from those proceedings which, with- 
out the form of law, effectually accomplish the 
‘object in view.’’ Ll confess, from the general for- 
hbearance which characterized that Senator’s whole 
argument, I supposed he was alluding to some pal- 
pable act of British aggression upon our rights in 
that territory; and although the reference was to 
the President’s documents generally, ] took occa- 


‘ 


‘ 


‘ 


‘ 


‘ 


sion to ascertain what it was precisely ; and I will | 
turn the attention of the Senate of the country to | 


it. It will, I think, answer the Senator’s argu- 
ment, 


the President's Message, an extract from the letter 


of Elijah White, styling himself Indian agent be- || 


yond the Rocky mountains : 


in the same | 


Is not the whole land before us? | 


1 read from the documents on 
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March 3, 


_ Two young men, named in McLaughlin’s communica. 
| tion to this Government, (a copy of which, marked A. to. 
gether with a reply, accompanies these despatches.) croxe. 
ed the Columbia river, and, unobserved, in the midst of 
little thicket something over half a mile from Fort Vaneo. 
; ver, felled some timber—threw up a few logs in the shane 
of a hut, intending soon to finish it—put up a paper upon : 
contiguous tree, stating that they had commenced, and jy, 
tended to establish, a claim agreeably with—— here to 
note ended. Some one about the establishment, obsery), g 
the paper and commencement of the hut, reported it to x 
Governor, who sent down at once and had all the timbers 
removed from the vicinity, the tree felled, and that, With 
the paper likewise, removed. They had hardly cleared the 
ground when the claimants arrived with a surveyor, ang 
commenced surveying off a section of land, embracing the 
spot first commenced upon. They were inquired of, at the 
instance of Governor McLaughlin, as to their object and 
intentions. ‘They at once laid down the chain, dropped all 
business, and walked up to the fort. Several respectable 
and influential American citizens happened to be present og 
business, who, with myself, were respectiully invited to 

lear the discussion. 

*“ Williamson, a modest and respectable young man. ¢ 
meaned himself with propriety; but Alderman, his ascoe:. 
ate, an insolent, boisterous, hair-brained scape-gallows 
caused me (as oceasionally others do) to blush for Amey). 
ean honor. His language was most insufferable, and, but 
for the sake of the country’s quiet, could not have been oe), 

| dured; the Governor and Mr. Douglass [that was the British 
officer} displaying their usual calmness and forbearance.» 


a 


Then there was an appeal to the citizens of Ore- 
gon by McLaughlin and Douglass. 
“ To the citizens of Oregon: 

| GenrLtemen: We take the liberty of informing you that 

| a person named ‘Henry Williamson,’ sometime about the 

| 15th of February, this year, took the liberty of erecting, on 
the premises of the Hudson Bay Company,a few logs. in the 
form of a hut, and wrote a notice upon an adjoining tree 

| that he had taken a section of land there. This was done 
without our knowledge or consent, within a few hundred 

| yards of a house occupied by one of the Hudson Bay Con- 
pany’s servants, and within the limits of theirimprovements, 
As soon as we were informed of that proceeding, we had 
the tree cut down, and the logs removed, in order to pre- 
vent any future difficulty with the person who had, in a 
manner so unjustifiable, intruded on the Hudson Bay Coim- 
pany’s premises.”’ 
* * 


The y Say: 


* * * * © 


“Permit us to assure you, gentlemen, that it is our ear- 
nest wish to maintain a good understanding, and to live on 
friendly terms with every person in the country. We en 
tertain the highest respect for the provisional organization; 
and knowing the good it has effected, as well as the evil it 
has prevented, we wish it every success, and hope, as we 
desire, to continue to live in the exercise and interchange 
of good offices with the framers of that useful institution.” 

They also dropped a note to the Executive Com- 
mittee of the Provisional Government of Oregon, 
stating some of the circumstances of the case. 
Here is a portion of the answer to that note: 

“ We regret to hear that unwarranted liberties have been 
taken by an American citizen upon the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany’s premises; and it afiords us great pleasure to Jearn 
that the offender, after due reflection, desisted from the in- 
solent and rash measure, 

“As American citizens, we beg leave to offer you and 
your much esteemed colleague our most grateful thanks for 
the kind and candid manner in which you have treated this 
matter, as we are aware that an infringement on the rights 

_ of the Hudson Bay Company in this country, by an Amen- 
can citizen, is a breach of the laws of the United States, 
by setting at naught her most solemn treaties with Great 
Britain. 

“ As representatives of the citizens of Oregon, we beg 
your acceptance of our sincere acknowledgments of the 
obligations we are under to yourself and your honorable 
associate for the high regard you have manifested for the 
authorities of our Provisional Government, and the special 
anxiety you have ever shown for our peace and prosperity.” 


That was the answer of the citizens of Oregon 
themselves, through their executive committee, 
touching this alleged aggression upon the part of 
the Hudson Bay Company. It is obvious the 
company were doing nothing which they had not 
a perfect right to do; they were occupying no more 
land than they were entitled to under the treaty 
and for present purposes—a right which our citi- 
zens are exercising there in a very latitudinarian 
way, although I do not complain of it. By reter- 

-ence to these documents, you will find that the 
land laws of this provisional government of Ore- 
gon—they have a system of enactments there: I 
hold them in my hand—give to every man over 
eighteen years of age the selection and occupancy 
of six hundred and forty acres of land; yes, six 
hundred and forty acres to a man—every one over 
eighteen years of age. 1 do not complain of this; 
but when one of these men comes and squats him- 
self in the back door of the Hudson ay Com- 
pany, and says he must settle there, I think it does 
not become us to complain of any infringement ot 
our rights. In a debate of this character, it is only 
common justice that the officers of the Hudson's 
Bay Company, to whose hospitality and kindness 
White and many of our citizens and agents have 
testified, should have fair play when they cannot 
' be otherwise represented. I say, therefore, that, 
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_—————_——_—___ sauenreenane 


had I the same exceeding anxiety for ‘‘all Ore- 
on”? that seems to oppress the spirits of our 
friends on the other side of the chamber, | would 
take the chance of collision. ‘There is nothing at 
sresent indicative of immediate or probable col- 
fision, and years must elapse before collision takes 
slace. But if they propose bringing this matter to 
a termination now, I have no objection; and I de- 
sire, following the argument of my friend from II- 
jinois, (Mr. Breese,] to call the attention of the 
Senate and the country to the negotiations, the 
correspondence, the mode in which our agents 
have endeavored to effect these objects. In doing 
this, Mr. President, I trust that I shall manifest 
no asperity of sentiment—no unkindness of feel- 
ing. On this subject I have no acerbity of feeling. 
On a question atfecting our foreign relations, I 
know no persons—l know no party. But this 
correspondence has been sent here—spread before 
the country—sent into the other House at a time 





when, owing to the state of the discussion, little | 


could be said upon it there; little has been said 
upon it here, except in the way of eulogy. It is 
here for discussion; and if I am to speak of it at 
ell, I must speak of it as I think. And upon that 
correspondence—the late correspondence I mean— 
| take it upon myself to say, that, in my judgment, 
the moral sense of the civilized world will be against 
us—that, upon that correspondence, no Christian na- 
tion at this day can hold up its head in the great family 
of nations. 

What, in brief, is the history of this matter? I 
need not refer to Mr. Polk’s often repeated inau- 
gural assertion—* title clear and unquestionable.”’ 
I 


‘hen comes his Message, offering to divide upon | 


the parallel of 49°, in deference to the opinions of 
his predecessors. 


The British negotiator refuses | 


that, because it does not include the navigation of | 


the Columbia, which had been offered before. 


Then comes in our negotiator, and makes his argu- | 


ment for 54° 40’, and in the same paper withdraws 
his previous offer of 49°—an offer, which, it ought 
not to be forgotten, has been repeated four times. 
It was offered first by Mr. Monroe in 1818 and 
1824; next by Mr. Adams in 1826; then by Mr. 
Tyler in 1843; and, for the fourth time, by Mr. 
Polk, in 1845. This offer, four times repeated, is 


then withdrawn, and the President tells us that he | 


now sustains our title, as he believes, ‘ by irref- 
ragable facts and arguments.’ These ‘ irrefraga- 
ble facts and argumeats,’’ Mr. President, are the 
same old facts and the same old arguments that had 
been adopted again and again by all the negotia- 
tors from the beginning. The argument of Mr. 


Buchanan—lucid, cogent, and therefore able—that | 


argument contains scarcely an idea, or the fraction 
of an idea, which is not to be found in the previous 
negotiations and despatches of Mr. Clay. And so, 


too, with the arguments of the British negotiator, | 


I say all this with great respect to both these gen- 
tlemen, because their arguments could not have 
been otherwise. But it is nothing more than a repe- 
tition, again and again, with a little fresh sprink- 
fine of historical detail as to matters of fact, of 
what had been said by the negotiators who pre- 


ceded them. These “ irrefragable facts and argu- 
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Pakenham, ‘ will you refer title and all? And if 
you object to sovereigns and States, will you take 
jurists, civilians—anybody in fact? Are you willing 
to present the question for settlement by the most 
independent, impartial, and enlightened minds ?”’ 
That is his proposition. Then our unfortunate 
negouator is in a quandary. He refuses, on the 
ground that the territorial rights of the country are 
not a proper subject for arbitration, whether by 
sovereign, citizen, or subject, in his own language. 
Why did he not say that before? Why this pal- 
try quibbling about terms, or the character of the 
arbitrators, if he had, at the back of all this, an 
objection that went to the very groundwork of the 
proposition? But is it true—is it true ?n principle, 
that our territorial rights are not the proper sub- 
ject of arbitration ? 

Let me answer one objection of my friend from 
Illinois, [Mr. Breese.} He read from a commu- 
nication of Mr. Adams, in which he objects to ref- 
erence to sovereigns, because they have not the 
means of observation; but the special objection 
was that no award could be carried out: that there 
was no power to carry it into effect. Now, does 
not my friend see that that very argument would 
strike down all negotiation? Who is to carry the 
result of any negotiation into effect?) Who is to 
enforce a treaty, or any contract with a foreign 


| Government ? Nobody—no tribunal—nothing but 


the plighted faith and honor of the respective coun- 
tries. If the country plights its faith in a particu- 
lar form to abide the award, itis bound as solemnly 
as though it were bound by treaty. But aside from 
this objection, was it true that territorial rights 
were not subject of arbitration? What is the ques- 
tion? In its broadest and most elevated sense this 
is a question of property merely. In its more ac- 
curate and confined sense, it is a question of bound- 
ary—of boundary. Great Britain admits that we 
are entitled to hold up to the Columbia. Need I 
open Vattel, or any other author on international 
law, for the purpose of showing that questions of 
property and boundary are proper subjects of arbi- 
tration? But again: it is said, you can negotiate 


about this matter, but you cannot arbiprate. Why 


not? What is that but negotiation in another form? 
By direct negotiation between the parties them- 
selves you have been unable to reach a result. You 
then try what you can do by indirect negotiation. 
You employ new disinterested agents. You tell 
them to negotiate the matter, and that you will 
abide by their decision. In principle, the two 
forms are one and the same. Mr. Buchanan is 
now the appointee of this Government. He has 
failed, as others failed before him. Cannot the Gov- 
ernment appoint another negotiator or negotiators— 
jurists, civilians, or whoever they may be—and al- 


low him or them to negotiate with some person or 


persons similarly appointed by the opposite party? 
Nay, have we not in our treaty stipulations con- 
stantly, from the origin of our Government almost, 
been accustomed to settle matters in this very way 
—by a commission? No one can deny it. But 
then, some one has asked, ‘‘ Where do you get the 


| constitutional power toconvey away our territory ?’’ 


ments,”’ therefore, are no new light thrown in upon | 
this question. ‘They are, let it be remembered, old, | 
often-repeated, and often-controverted facts—stale, 


often-urged and often-disputed arguments—which 
have been from the very beginning wrapped around 
this matter of diplomacy. Let me do justice, how- 
ever, to our negotiator. There is one fact, ‘ irref- 
ragable,”’ I suppose, which he added to his collec- 
tion—the clinching fact, indeed, of his whole argu- 
ment—which does certainly possess the merit of 
novelty. It is a new one—it is an original one. 
It is this: that the British geographers had yielded 
to us the right of ownership to this territory; in 


proof of which he refers, and refers only, to a globe | 


of British manufacture, to be found in the Depart- | 


ment of State. The explanation of that matter, as | country within whose limits they chose to remain. 


recently given, shows upon what light and trivial 
circumstances diplomats can occasionally build an 
argument. These facts and arguments seem to 
have made no impression on the imperturbable 


mind of the British negotiator. He remained of | 


the same opinion; but at this stage of the case 
comes in and offers to refer the equitable division 
of this country to any independent sovereign or 
State. ‘* No,” said Mr. Buchanan, ‘‘no! You 
only offer to refer the equitable division of the 
country. \ You do not offer to refer the title to the 
whole country itself.’ Very well,’’ says Mr. 


‘Our territory!” ah! that’s begging the question. 


| That it is our territory is the very point to be de- 


cided. But if it be our territory, I take it that, inci- 
dent to that right of sovereignty, we have the same 
power to convey territory that we have to obtain 


| it. Of that we have examples enough. But again, 
| others ask, ‘* Will you transfer the allegiance of 


our citizens?” Certainly not. We will transfer 
the soil; and if our citizens think proper to remain, 
they subject themselves to a new jurisdiction. This 
is no novelty. Upon the settlement of the bound- 
ary between the United States and Spain, in 1785 
—the Florida boundary—stipulations were made 
that the settlements should be removed from either 
side of the line; but if they remained there, the set- 
tlers subjected themselves to the jurisdiction of the 


But that country does not transfer their allegiance. 


It transfers the soil, to which it had exclusively 


the right of sovereignty. The settlers remain upon 
the soil, and choose their own allegiance. But all 
these evils are in this case imaginary. In the first 
place, there cannot be an American citizen owning 
a single foot of land in Oregon, because the Gov- 
ernment cannot have granted it. In the second 
place, not an American citizen has settled within 


|| one hundred miles of 499°—the line that might, per- 
a be agreed upon. 


ut I am leaving the argument of our negotiator. 
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He is not content with taking the position that 
territory is not the proper subject of arbitration; 
which, if so, sores, cover the whole question, 
But he goes on and objects to it still further, on 
the ground that he fears a compromising award. 
Mr, President, this objection, it appears to me— 
and I say it with all respect—was framed to meet 
the oceasion. It is the same kind of objection that 
is raised by litigants who go to court about small 
matters of doubtful right, when they wish to avoid 
arbitration—cases in which, | grant you, the award 
is very likely to be that the parties divide two and 
sixpence between them, and each pay his own 
costs. But upon a great national question of this 
character, is it possible that, with the wide world 
from which to choose, three, five, seven men can- 
not be found possessed of such intelligence, purity, 
and independence, as would remove them alto- 
gether from the operation of all such paltry con- 


| siderations as would interfere with the justness of 


their decision? I venture to say that the distin- 
guished negotiator who raised that objection, 
should he ever be chosen on such a commission 
as that, would scorn such a motive as controlling 
his own feelings or judgment. But there was sull 
another objection urged by our negotiator, and it 
does appear to me the most extraordinary of all. 
He says: ** We think a great deal of this country 
—you cannot or ought not to think much of it; 
and that being our opinion, we do not choose to 
jeopardize our important rights, while you have 
no title to lose.*? That is to say, here are two 
men who have been in possession of a farm for 
the last twenty-seven years—disputing about the 


title. They finally resolve that the controversy 
shall be settled. The one says to the other: **Now 


I will divide with you; or if that does not suit you, 
I will refer the matter to the courts—to civilians— 
to any fair arbiter.’? The other says: ** No, this 
farm is of very great importance to me; you are a 


| rich man—you live far away—you oucht not to 


think a great deal about it, and I will therefore 
leave the question to nobody—I will settle accord- 


'ing to the best of my own judgment—I will be 


| take the whole of this er 


very happy to negotiate with you—but | mean to 
That’s the 


amount of this argument, and the force of it | sub- 


| mit without comment to the American people. I 


have the highest respect for the character and abil- 


| ity of that distinguished negotiator; and permit 


me to say that if his argument in answer to the 
proposition for arbitration be no better, it is be- 
cause the subject did not admit of a better one. 
The civilized world will regard that argument with 
distrust. I fear they will look upon it as a pre- 
tence and evasion, rather than as indicating our 
true principles of action. But that is not all. Our 
own people, I think, when their attention is dis- 


| tinetly drawn to this question—when they are 
| brought to think calmly about it—will judge of it 
|in the same way; and of this we have already 
| some singular indications in the course adopted 


by some of the local party prints of the country. 
When referring to this question they very care- 
fully keep out of view the offer to select as arbiters 


jurists and civilians, and talk about sovereigns, 
/and crowned heads and princes, from whom we 
cannot expect fair play; and thus they appeal to 


the passions and prejudices of our countrymen, 
instead of to their judgments, upon the true state 
of facts in this negotiation. What a spectacle 
have we thus presented! Not that dignified, calm 
reserve which indicates fixed purpose and con- 


' scious right; but from the very beginning of this 


Oregon negotiation, there has been a din and 


| clamor, and vain-glorious boasting throughout the 


/ accomplishment of their purpose. It does 
| to me that we have been diligently imitating the 


land. If my memory serves me right, when the 
English troops were upon the point of attacking 
the first Chinese town which they took, they were 
startled by a sudden and terrible noise produced 
by gongs, kettles, and wind instruments—all in- 
tended to deter the outside barbarians from the 
It does seem 


tactics of the Chinese. 

If that has been the course of things at home, 
have we been more fortunate abroad? I may be 
mistaken on this subject. I have no knowledge 


| of the rules of oy In locality, education, 
ha 


/and social intercouse, 


ve unfortunately been 


aloof from all these matters. But I confess, in my 


simple comprehension, it did seem a little ridicu- 
| lous that we should direct our Minister at London 


to interrogate the British Government as to the 
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cause of their warlike preparations. Well might 
oor Mr. McLane say, in the mnocence of his 
ante that to such a question it was difficult to ob- 
tain a categorical answer. I should think so; and 
the mode in which Lord Aberdeen went through 
lris political catechism—the lucid and exceedingly 
explicit and satisfactory answer which we received, 
pomnt out, 1 think, in its true colors, the folly of this 
diplomatic movement. Mr. McLane must have 
felt a little silly in being made the vehicle of such 
a question. But the excuse is, that France asked 
the She hadaright. She lay within 
cannon shot of Eneland; but she still had a better 
cause of mquil y. 


question. 


She looked upon these prepara- 
tions as a breach of that implied understanding 

that balance of power of which we hear so much; 
a balance of power sustained not by extent of ter- 
ritory, but by the mutual consent of the parties, 
and to be shaken by a sudden increase of armed 
power in any of the nations of Europe. Their 
past history and experience had warne d them that 
when one suddenly armed, the other must follow 
its example, That is the only suferuard for the 
pence of continental Kurope. ‘The question was, 
therefore, pertinent and well-timed trom France; 
but it mieht have been impertinent and mis-timed 
from the United States. But, as I said before, I 
may be mistaken on this question. ‘This move- 
ment may have been one of profound wisdom on 
the part of dip! ynats, althouch to me it seemed so 
foolish. It had one merit, at all events, although 
a common one, and that was, it did not do much 
harm. ‘There is somethin Pe too,in the out-branches 
of this matter which be understood. | 
would like to understand why it was that at one 
stave of this matter it was not referred for settle- 
ment to London. ‘That it was so intended to be 
referred will, | think, admit of little doubt. Ihave 
no personal knowledge—I not vouch for the 
facts; but there are individuals disconnected with 
the Administration, who, from their business as- 


need 3 to 


do 


sociations and obligations, were compelled to know 
the understanding of Mr. McLane when he left 
this country. Had it then been transferred, with 
the temper and tone manifested abroad 


iy the re is 
hardly a doubt that it would have been duly set- 
tled. If not settled now, it will involve somebody 
in a fearful responsibility. I hope that it may be. 
And here the question recurs, llow ?—how? I 
answer, by compromise, 

I ro, sir. for compromise as indicated in the re- 
At first it 
appeared to me that to give no notice at all would 
have been the true policy; but a majority of the 
Senate being in favor of a qualified form of notice, 
{| would go for that, divested of all asperity of feel- 
inz, and indicating on its face that peaceful com- 
promise was the true object of its being given. | 
would do that for the sake of unity and compro- 
mise, In any case involving difficulties in our for- 
eien relations. But the gentleman says: ** You 
offer to compromise; but will you abandon any 
portion of the territory which is our ewn? How 
will you carry out a compromise in all its details ?”’ 
The very question to be settled is, ** What is our 
own?”’ After twenty-seven years’ debate, we are 
no nearer a conclusion than we were at first; and 
I say this question must be settled, (if at all,) as 
all questions of alike kind have been settled since 
the foundation of our Government; that is, with a 
regard for the mutual interests of both parties, and 
a just equivalent rendered. [tis against all human 
experience to say it can be settled in any other 
way. Whoever saw a man who had spent a long 
time in argument with his neighbor about a farm, 
able to argue him out of that farm? But, in the 
case before us, although we have no clear rules of 
municipal law to guide us, we have, as it were, 
the compass and line to guide us; we have spent 
the whole of this time for the purpose of trying 
how we can talk a nation out of territory; with 
the clear facts of history—and I desire to call at- 
tention to that history—it shows the inutility of 
endeavoring to talk nations out of empire, especi- 
ally when there are so many facts and principles, 
and parallels of latitude and longitude to differ upon. 
How was the question of the Russian seine: sam 
settled? On 54° 40'? By debate? Sir, we might 
have debated the matter tll now, without coming 
to within ten degrees of latitude of that. We con- 
tended most strenuously then that we were entitled 
to hold, as against Russia, up to 619; and Mr. 
Adams and Mr. Middleton sought to prove it by 
indisputable facts and arguments, expressing them- 


solution of the Senator trom Georgia. 


selves in the strongest and most eimphatic terms 
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say, after an examination of those arguments, as | 


against Russia, they were stronger in favor of 60°, || 


than our arguments against Great Britain for 54° 
40’. After this debate had lasted a long time, and 


covered a great quantity of paper, Count Nessel- | 
rode suggested that, as nothing could be accom- | 
plished in that way, they should lay aside the | 
question of abstract right, and compromise the | 


question on the principle of the mutual accommo- 
dation of the parties, 
boundary of 54° 40’ was settled; and had it not 
been so, the negotiators might have been debating 
the question of tithe until the present day. While 


On that proposition the | 


on this subject, | will offer one or two words, al- | 
though it interferes with my course, In answer to | 


a remark of the Senator from Illinois, 


Breese. | 
Great Britain insisted she had claims there in 1824, 


[Mr. | 


He said it was strange indeed, that if | 


she would have sat silently by and seen the ques- | 
tion of title negotiated between third parties. ‘The | 


Senator is somewhat mistaken in these views. 
stead of being silent or asleep, she was up and 


In- | 


not only was she awake to this question, but we | 


were awake too; and, unfortunately for my friend’s 


argument, at the time we were negotiating with a | 
third party, we admitted the rights of Great Brit- | 


ain on the northwest coast. 


Sir, I do not know | 


that | compromise the country, or violate any duty, | 
when I refer to some confidential documents of the | 
29d session, 18th Congress, although I believe they | 


are documents from which the injunction of se- 
crecy has not been removed. I shall use it no 


further than in reference to facts within the knowl- 
deve of Great Britain; and thus far, I believe, I 
edge of Great britain; and thus far, velieve, 


ain authorized to make use of them. 


{Several Senators, speaking in a very low tone, | 
made some inquiry as to the object of the Senator’s 


reference to the document. | 


Mr. DAYTON. 


My impression is, the docu- | 


ment has been referred to before, in some discus- | 


sion which took place here; I do so for the purpose 
of removine some difficulties on matters within 
the knowledge of Great Britain. 
Mr. SEVIER. I make it, sir, a point of order; 
the Senator has no right to refer to it. 
The PRESIDENT expressed his concurrence. 
Mr. DAYTON. I have no wish to violate the 
wish of the Senate. 
A SENATOR. 
Mr. DAYTON. 


How was it obtained? 


lieved the injunction of secrecy had not been re- 
moved, 

Mr. SEVIER. 
pelled to interfere, but I think the reading of the 


document, or any portion of it, is out of order. I | 


understand the Senator (Mr. D.) to say, that it was 
one of those documents from which the injunction 
of secrecy never had been removed. If that is so, 
I think he has no right to refer to it at all; and I will 


insist on this, that he has either the right to refer || 


to it,and of reading it all or none. 


Mr. DAYTON explained that it was not taken | 
from the Journal, but from the correspondence | 
which passed between the British negotiator, Mr. || 


Middleton, and the Russian Count Nesselrode. 
Mr. SEVIER. 
respondence which was laid before the American 


Senate in its executive character; in that form the |! 
injunction of secrecy has never been removed, and | 


1 will make it a question of order. 


from the Secretary’s room, | 
among the records ot the office from which he be- | 


I dislike very much to be com- |! 


I understand it is part of a cor- | 


Mr. DAYTON. Ipassit, sir, without the slight- 


est hesitation. I have no wish to allude to any- 


thing to which I could not under the rule of the | 


Senate; but in alluding to facts which appeared to 
be known to, and in possession of, the British Gov- 
ernment, I thought | would not be out of order. I 
| will pass it, however. 


| Passing, however, Mr. President, from these mat- 


ters, and returning to the subject-matter of our de- | 


| liberations, I say this question ought to be settled 
by compromise. 


But I will say to my friend, || 
the Senator from Illinois, he is mistaken in the po- || 
sition he has taken in reference to this subject. | 


ferred to the settlement of the Russian boundary 
as an illustration of the truth of this, and also to | 


| our settlement with Spain, as another illustration. 
| After obtaining Louisiana from France, by diplo- 
_ macy, Mr. Livingston and Mr. Monroe both said 

the cession of Louisiana conveyed to us West 
' Florida, and they expressed themselves entirely 


| 


since sacs Os 


- || satisfied that the cession included West Florida. 
in favor of our claim up to 60° at least; and I must 


so satisfied, that they advised the Government to 
take possession of it as American territory. M, 
| Pinkney and Mr. Monroe afterwards took equally 
decided ground, and averred the subject was so 
satisfactory and clear that there was no room for a 
difference of opinion. But, unfortunately, Don 
Onis, the Spanish negotiator, was of a different 
opinion. ‘The arguments on each side were lone 
and might have continued ever since; (and it seeyis 
to me they were much against the claims of the 
American Government;) nevertheless, our Govern- 
ment said they were still of the same Opinion as to 
| the effect of the treaty, but asked that an arrange- 
ment should be made on the principle of a due re- 
gard for mutual convenience. As soon as the Vv 
viewed the matter in that light, the parties got to- 
gether; and had they not, they would not have 
come together till now. Nor, in tracing our diplo- 
matic history, need I refer to the fact that the north- 
eastern boundary was settled in the same way. 
After an expenditure of paper enough to cover the 
whole country in the discussion, and no advance 


é ; | being made, two men eame together whose com- 
awake, with eyes intent on all her interests; and | 


mon sense told them of the inefficacy of long dis- 
cussions in diplomatic affairs. They then sought 
to settle it by compromise, with regard to the inter- 
est of the parties; and had it not been for that the 
northeastern boundary would never have been set- 
tled. There is no example in the history of this or 
any other country in which one nation succeeded in 
| debating another out of territory. This question, 
therefore, was settled; and I hope our present ne- 
| gotiator will understand it, and act on the same 
principle of mutual convenience to the parties, and 
equivalents rendered. But, sir, I shall be here met 
by some of our friends with 54° 40’, and be told 
that they go for that. I shall be reminded of the 
Illinois resolutions, that tell us our title to 54° 49) 
is obscured by no doubt. Then come the resolu- 
tions of the Baltimore convention—a miscellaneous 
assembly which could know very little about it, 
Tam sorry I have heard this so often referred to 
on this floor—it is one of the worst signs of the 
|times. But gentlemen say nobody expresses a 
| doubt on our title. I do not know what others 
have done; but if Senators would take the trouble 
| to inquire, they would find that three years 
' when the subject came up, I said it could not be 
| discussed, and I would not discuss it. The Sena- 
tor from Delaware thought we should go into se- 
cret session, and the Senator from Massachusetts 
said he would suffer his tongue to blister in his 
| mouth rather than speak so long as it was a sub- 
ject of negotiation. I put it to the country—I put 
| it to every gentlemen on the other side of the house 
whether, if the intellect of this Senate be brought 
| to bear on the question of title, you might not ob- 
| scure it by doubts, these resolutions to the contrary 
notwithstanding? Did the Senators who instruct- 
ed us in this matter trouble themselves to follow 
| the lucid statement of the Senator from New York 
on this matter? Did they mark on what point the 
| clearness of his argument lostitself? Did they see 
| where he passed from logical deduction into loose 
generalities? It was at Nootka. I put it to the 
candor of Senators if the question of British title is 
discussed, whether it might not be made to appear 
that our title beyond the parallel of 49° was very 
| far from ‘* not being obscured by a single doubi, P 
the Illinois and Indiana resolutions, and all the 
gentleman’s arguments, to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

But the Senator from Illinois asks, did you not 
all say our title was clear, and will you retreat and 
back out after what you have said and done? Sir, 
our diplomatic agents, and the country generally, 
| sustained our claims in the strongest terms to 61° 
as the Russian boundary; they contended for Flor- 
ida, against Spain; and they asserted just as stoutly 
their right to fix the northern point of the high- 
lands in the Northeastern boundary question. But 
| is the question never to be settled, because it has 
happened that certain men have expressed ex parte 
opinions? But, again: it is said that “ Great Brit- 





| ©ain may go to war, but if she does, she cannot do 
In support of this view, I re- | 


‘us any material detriment. The controversy will 
‘never be prosecuted to war, I think; but having 
‘ reflected upon it, I think if she should, she cannot 
‘do us much injury, except taking a few merchant 
‘ ships, which could be easily supplied.”’ Ah, sir, 
I might answer the first argument used by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois yesterday, but for the extrava- 
He takes no ac- 





‘gance of his second argument. 
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count of the oceans of blood to be spilled in case of || 
a war in this controversy; he takes no account of | 
the wretchedness in every form which is to tread | 
in the track of this war; he makes no account of | 
the taxes that will harass the people; he forgets the | 
fact that war has retrograded the position of the | 
world; that it would stop at one blow all our inter- || 
nal improvements; diminish the wealth, and crip- | 
ple the resources of the country; he forgets that it | 
is peace that makes our railroads, peoples our hill- | 
sides, and plows our prairies. He takes no ac- | 
countof allthis. The title he claims, if war should | 
succeed; which, according to the statement of the 
Senator from Illinois, would entail the loss of a few 
merchant ships easily replaced. 
But he gives us encouragement. He tells us to 
stand up. You have not many guns, he says— 
not many ships—but you have a wonderful power 
within. He thinks, upon a point like this, when || 
all are united and so very desirous for 54° 40’, if |! 
we only wake up we will astonish ourselves! | 
Why, if such language as this were to come from || 
some persons who stood backside of the Alleghany | 
mountains, I should think it was irony—the very |. 
bitterness of irony; but coming from my friend |) 
from Illinois, distinguished for his courtesy, I know 
that it is nothing but—54° 40’. But, then, my || 
friend has gone into an examination of the British |, 
navy. He tells us that they have a good many || 
ships, indeed, but then they are old hulks; and, | 
besides, She has not men toman them! Does my | 
friend forget that this very war of which he was | 
talking, will give them men to man their ships? | 
Does he forget that the moment the commerce of 
Great Britain is curbed on the ocean, her sailors 
seek the gun-deck? Does he forget the practical 
illustration of that which was afforded us in the | 
last war? When our own sailors were driven from | 
the fishing-banks and from distant seas, they vol- 
untarily sought the gun-deck—a class of sailors, | 
permit me to say, the like of whom the world has 
never seen. On board the Constitution, when she || 
met the Guerriere, on the gun-deck, there were || 
about three hundred sailors—Yankee freeholders. | 
When the John Adams was destroyed in the Pe- | 
nobscot, and the crew were discharged, of about | 
three or four hundred men, Captain Morris, now | 
Commodore Morris, asked—‘* Will you meet me 
at Portsmouth?’ nearly two hundred miles dis- 
tant—that crew, of three or four hundred men, 
straggled afoot across the country, and reported | 
themselves there toa man! Sir, there is no coun- 
try in the world that can show such men as sail- | 
ors, and God forbid that I should depreciate them. 
But my friend was depreciating the effective force 
and power of Great Britain, and her want of men, | 
forgetting the fact that war itself will supply her || 
wants. The military marine of Great Britain | 
amounts to 40,000 men; her citizens afloat in all | 
departments number 700,000; and yet my friend | 
thinks that Great Britain will want sailors in the || 
event ofa war. He says, that of all countries in 
the world, we are the very best prepared for war. 
We have not got the ships, it is true, but we have 
got any quantity of timber. I am afraid that my 
friend has not examined the case with sufficient 
care. He talks of converting our packet-ships into 
vessels of war. Even the steamboats of the Mis- 
sissippi are to be pressed into the service. Why, || 
the recoil of a single broadside would shake them || 
topieces. The gentleman says that a packet-ship | 
can carry as many guns as a British frigate; but | 
when, and how? In storm?—in battle? No man 
can seriously dream of that. In the late war we 
lad an abundance of merchant vessels rotting in 
our harbors. We cut down trees, we sawed up 
green timber, we put everything afloat that could 
float, but I believe we did not put merchant ves- 
sels there for the purpose of making them men-of- 
war. Idle, sir—all idle this. Something has been 
said in reference to heavy steamers. The British, 
itis said, have recently built some heavy steamers 
of a class unknown before, capable of carrying an 
‘armament. This, if so, is a new experiment, the 
result of which is to be tested. At all events, we 
have no vessels of that character. I say, there- 
fore, in the language of the Senator from New 
York, (Mr. Drx,j—and let us bear it in mind— 
reat Britain never was in a better condition than 
“he Is now to strike a heavy blow upon an enemy. 
tus not underrate her power. 
All this, however, Mr. President, is matter aside 
from the question; and it does not, in my estimate, 
enter very much into the merits of the controversy. 











| 
j 
| 


|| and God defend the right! 


| I feel is certain. 
|it will be for some equivalent rendered. 
| equivalent, I trust, may be connected with the sub- 
|| ject matter. 


| have a word to say on that question. 
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And I cannot but feel that all this areument in re- | 


ference to the relative power of our adversary, ra- 
ting or berating her, is in very questionable taste 
in existing circumstances. If we are forced to touch 
her shield with the point of the lance, let us do it 


| with the chivalrous feeling and dignity of a high- 


toned nation. Then let each wheel into postion, 
I have done with this 
examination of my friend’s argument, and resume 
my remarks where I leftthem. Il was speaking 
of the mode in which this settlement might be ef- 
fected—what were its terms—what the equivalent? 


| It does not become me to express any definite opin- 
'}ion upon this question. 


I make one or two re- 
marks, however, which seem to me applicable to 
both parties. The navigation of the Columbia 
has, I think, been claimed by one party and denied 
by the other with a pertinacity wholly dispropor- 
tionate to its value. Undoubtedly the mouth of 
that river is of some value asa harbor; but the 
long line of the Columbia, with its shallows, rapids, 


and canoe navigation, seems to me of little practi- | 


cal importance or value to anybody. If it be an 
object to Great Britain in time of peace to possess 
the navigation of it, in order that the Hudson Bay 
Company may float down their peltries, I for my 
own part cannot see any good reason why she 
should not have it. Still to that I do not commit 
myself. Why not yield to her down navigation of 


the Columbia, precisely as she has yielded to us 


the down navigation of the St. John’s? But I 


| merely throw out the suggestion, committing my- 


self to nothing else. If the down navigation be 


| not satisfactory, what objection can there be to 
eranting the navigation for a limited time? 


jut I 
One thing 
If we get more than past offers, 


This 


do not express any opinion about that. 


In the present state of things, Mr. 
President, I have sometimes been inclined to think 
that there might be some understanding between 
the two Governments in relation to this matter. 
And the fact that no legislative preparation on our 
side has been made, would seem to indicate, not 
that there has been any assurance—Sir Robert 
Peel denies that, and he is a man of honor, and 
must be believed—hbut a sort of implied understand- 
ing that if this question were only settled on some 
liberal compromising basis, ample remuneration 
could be made by the British Government in some 
other way; or, in other words, that to avoid the 
destruction of one class of our interests by war, we 
might consent to the destruction of another class of 
our interests to get clear of a war. But I express 
no opinion on this subject. T am anxious of all 


| things that this question be settled; but if the settle- 


ment of it—if the equivalent rendered is the Amer- 


| ican tariff, whether by commercial treaty or legis- 


lation, we might, when the time comes, wish to 
But we de- 
sire now that the question be settled in some way 
or other. 

While upon the subject, permit me to express a 
little honest pride at our rising national character 


abroad. It was once asked, ‘* Who reads an Amer- | 
That sneering question is answered | 


ican book ?”’ 
now. American books—American documents, sir, 
have become the pabulum of the British House of 
Lords! We are indoctrinating that body in the 


| science of government. We are young; but young 


as we are, in the doctrine of free trade, we have 
gone ahead of Great Britain at a single jump. 
True, she has prospered under a system of pro- 


| tection to an extent hitherto altogether unknown 
| in the annals of nations. 
culated to nurture, to strengthen, and to develop | 
the resources of a young people may be wholly un- | 
fit for an old one. True, that the industrial pur- | 
suits of her people and those of ours differ as wide- | 


True, that a system cal- 


ly as the poles; and yet, by some fatality, it turns 
out that the political principles—the system of po- 
litical economy calculated to develop and strength- 


en both countries are now identical. There is a 


mistake somewhere—somewhere. But this is 
again digressing. I desire that this matter may be 
settled. I desire it in no feeling of asperity. I do 
| not wish, upon this question, to divide from my 
| brethren on the other side of the Chamber. I wish 
| that we could proceed harmoniously. Sometimes 
I have thought, from the frequent recurrence to the 
expression of political opinions on this floor and 
| elsewhere in the discussion of this question, that 

a great political party in this country was disposed 
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to push us to the wall on this question: that go 
where we might, they meant to go a point beyond 
us. If we went to 49°, granting the Columbia, 
they go to 49° without it; if we went to 49° erant- 
ing it not, they would go to 54° 40’; and if we fol- 
lowed to 54° 40’, the cauldron—no, the crucible of 
public feeling—must be heated so hot, that unless 
we settled at that point, I do not know what was 
to become of us. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
ALLEN] was, indeed, if I recollect right, charitable 
enough to give us a hint of our destination. But 
whatever may have been the tone of observation 
here or elsewhere, I am satisfied that the sober sec- 
ond thought of our friends on this floor, and else- 
where, will prevent serious difficulties on this ques- 
tion. I am willing to go to the American people 
on principles of compromise. I am _ persuaded 
that the people will sustain the man and the Ad- 
ministration that settles this question on that basis. 
It is acommon notion, that the war party of this 
country must be the popular party of the coun- 
try. Ido not believe it. It is an error; and it is 
an error which tends to produce the very mis- 
chief that would have no existence without it. 
There is always to be found a class of men who 
prefer arranging themselves with that party which 
is supposed to be a popular party in the coun- 
try. Now it would be a great public benefit to 
explode the error that a war party would be pop- 
ular in all circumstances. Heretofore our wars 
have been popular because they have been wars 
for great principles, and not wars for mere prop- 
erty. The revolutionary war, I need not say, 
was not a war about three cents on a pound 
of tea. It involved the rights of man—the great 
principles of free government. The late war was 
not a war about property; it was about principles 
all over—the freedom of the seas—the honor of 
our flag. Like causes will produce like effects; 
and in the same, or like circumstances, war would 
be popular again. But think you that a war about 
the pine logs of Maine would have been a popular 
wars Think you that a war about Oregon, or 
rather a part of Oregon above 49°, would be a 
popular war? It might be so at the beginning with 
certain classes; but the brunt of the war—the tax- 
es to carry it on—would fall upon a different class 
of men altogether—on honorable, prudent, think- 
ing men: on your merchants and mechanics. These 
are the men who would be necessarily compelled 
to bear the brunt of the war. As long as your 
war is a war of principles, these men will stand 
by you; as soon as it becomes simply a war of 
property, they will count the cost. The intelli- 
_ gence, the prudence, the thought of this country, 
_ must govern the country at last. Unless it be so, 
your institutions, whieh place the power in the 
bak of the people, are an empty name. Public 
men are sometimes too apt to distrust the capacity 
of the people to govern themselves; they are too 
apt to draw back from the control of public opinion. 
But we need never despair of the people, when a 
man can stand on this floor and speak in a voice 
that shall reach every hamlet beyond the moun- 
tains—never, never. Let the public men of this 
country, of both sides of this Chamber, stand up 
to their responsibilities, and the people will stand 
by them. Popular sentiment is not always right. 
The needle itself is not forever constant to the pole. 
But the hidden influence is there. Remove ex- 
traneous and disturbing causes—give the public 
mind fair play; it may vibrate for a time, but at 
last it settles—tremulously ee but faithfully 
—to the north. Let the public men of this coun- 
try, who believe that a war for 54° 40’ would be 
wrong, but do their duty, neither the present Ad- 
ministration nor any other Administration dare 
involve the country in such a war. If they do, 
whatever may be their purity, their patriotism, a 
olitical tee of that magnitude would inevita~ 
by bring any Administration, and all its aiders and 
abettors, to the block. But I trust this matter may 
be settled, and settled speedily; and in behalf of 
the people, who have been tormented, afflicted, and 
agitated upon this question too long, I ask that it 
be done, and done quickly. 
Mr. HAYWOOD then rose, and said that no 
' temptation could force him from the position of de- 
| bating this question, as far as he thought proper, 
by addressing himself entirely to the judgments 


—_.. 


| and consciences of Senators, and duly consulting 


the dignity of the body which was constitutionally 
_ the council-board of the nation. It had, however, 
been his anxious desire to avoid participating in 
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the discussion atall. ‘The Senate would bear him 
witness that it had been his habit to seek to make 
himself useful rather than conspicuous—to labor 
in discharging the duties which it devolved upon | 
him, rather than to strive for éclat and distinction, 
by making a noise on great and agitating public 
quesuons. He had no ambition for oratorical dis- | 
play; but at that advanced period of the day, he 
was afraid his auditory would be somewhat impa- 
tient; and as he ceuihanad undertake to treat the 
subject in the manner which it deserved, and 
which he woukl attempt, in a very few minutes, he 
would, for the purpose, on the other hand, of avoid- 
ing a division of his remarks, and on the other of 
trespassing unduly on the patience of the Senate, 
desire to defer making any observations till to- 
morrow. Te therefore moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

\ division was called for, and resulted as fol- 
lows: yeas 18, nays 19. 

‘The motion was therefore lost; and then 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate adjourn; 
which was put and carried; and 

The Senate accordingly adjourned, 


HIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, March 3, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House the following communication from the 
Clerk; which, having been read, was, on motion 
of Mr. GRAHAM, laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed: 


CLenk’s Orrice, House or Representatives U. 8., 
February 28, 1846 

The House of Representatives, on the 18th instant, adopt 
ed the following resolution: 

* Resolved, ‘hat the Clerk of this House be instructed to 
* inquire, and report as soon as practicable, what will be the 
* probable cost of carrying into effect the resolution adopted 
* yesterday relative to turnishing the reporters of the public 

papers with bills, documents, &c.; how many such report- 

era there are in tins House; whether they will be entitled 
under said resolution to documents already printed, and 
whether it will be necessary to print hereafter an extra 
number, or the number to be furnished the reporters will 
*be subtracted from those otherwise distributed among the 
‘members; and further, whether the resolution will give to 
* the reporters the reports, documeuts, &c., when bound.”’ 

The resolution referred to in the foregoing resolution, 
which was adopted on the 17th instant, and reconsidered 
and rejected on the Leth, is as follows 

“Resolved, That the reporters of public papers who have 
‘seats assigned them on the floor of the House of Repre- 
‘sentatives by the Speaker, be furnished with one copy each 
‘ot such printed papers, bills, and documents, as are laid on 
* the desks of the members.”’ 

Had this resolution remained in force, the Clerk would 
have directed the printers of the House of Representatives 
to print thirty-two copies of the journal, documents, reports 
of committees, bills, calendars, and orders of business, in 
addition to the number already ordered—that being the num- 
ber of seats assigned to reporters for the publie press upon 
the floor of the House. 

One copy of each of the foregoing documents, &c,, would 
have been laid upon each reporter's desk from the day of 
the adoption of the resolution; the documents, &c., printed 
up to that time would not have been furnished to them; and 
they could not have been, without reprinting them, even 
had the resolution contained a retrospective clause, which 
it does not. 

No bound documents, reports, or bills, would have been 
furnished under that resolution. 

Itnow remains for the Clerk to estimate “ what’? would 
have been “the probable cost of carrying said resolution 
into effect,’ 

It being entirely out of the power of the Clerk to foresee 
what printing may be ordered by the House at the present 
session, he has ascertained what would have been the ex 
pense for furnishing thirty-two copies of ail the printed mat- 
ter of the corresponding session of the 28th Congress, and 
has found it to be six hundred and eight dollars. 

Ustimating the length of the present session at seven and 
a half months, one-third of the session had expired when 
the above resolution was adopted; but, as the printing is 
much heavier during the first two months of the session 
than afterwards, the Clerk deems it a fair estimate to take 
one-half of the above sum as “the probable cost of carrying 
said resolution into effect,’ to wit: three hundred and four 
dollars. 

With high respect, your obedient servant, 
B. B. FRENCH, Clerk House of Reps. 
lion. J. W. Davis, < 
Speaker House of Reps. U. S. 


The SPEAKER announced that the unfinished 
business would be the case of the contested election 
from the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. HILLIARD, on leave given, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be re- 
quested to inform this House whether any arrange- 
ments have been made for the transportation of the 
mail between this and forcign countries; and if any | 
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have been made, to report the terms at the earliest 
practicable day. 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested that the very informa- 
tion called for by the resolution had within a few 
days been sent to the Senate. 

The reply of Mr. Hituiarp, if any, was not 
heard by the reporter. 

And the resolution was adopted. 


NEW JERSEY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House resumed the consideration of the re- 
port of the Committee of Elections, in the case of 
ithe contested election from the State of New Jer- 
sey. 
The state of the question was this: 

The majority of the committee had recommend- 
ed the adoption of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Isaac G. Farlee is not entitled to 
a seat in this House, as a Representative from the 
State of New Jersey 

And Mr. Hamuin had moved to strike out the 
said resolution, and insert the following resolutions, 
reported by the minority of the committee: 

Resolved, That John Runk is not entitled to a seat 
on this floor. 

Resolved, That Isaac G. Farlee, having received 


a majority of the legal votes of the legally qualified | 
” t ° ° ° . r | 
voters of the third congressional district of New 


Jersey, is entitled to his seat upon this floor. 
And the pending question was on the amendment 


of Mr. Hamu. ' 
Mr. CHIPMAN continued, and concluded his 


remarks in favor of the right of the contestant | 


(Mr. Farrer) to his seat. 

Mr. JENKINS followed on the same side. 

Mr. CULVER then took the floor, and spoke 
in favor of the right of the sitting member to his 
seat—(yielding the floor for inquiry to Mr. Fa- 
RAN.) 

Mr. TOOMBS followed on the same side— 
(yielding the floor forexplanation to Mr. Ham.) 
“Mr. SCHENCK offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

Resolved, Thatat the time of the last congression- 
al election in the third district of New Jersey, 
Richard H. Richardson, one of the electors at said 
election, was, as appears by the testimony before 
this House, a legal voter, and his vote should not 
be stricken from the polls. 

Mr. 8. sustained this amendment, and, general- 
ly, the right of Mr. Ruwnx to his seat. 

’ Mr. TIPBATTS (excepting from its operation 
the sitting and the contesting members) demanded 
the previous question, 

And the House adjourned, 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following Petitions and Memorials were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. CATHCART: The petition of John Walburn and 
others, citizens of Indiana, praying the establishment ofa 
mail-route from Goshen, in Indiana, to Plymouth: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The 
petition of J. L. Jernigan, and other citizens of Indiana, pray- 
ing that Congress make an appropriation to build a wire 
suspension bridge across the Ohio at Wheeling, Virginia: 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

ty Mr. HOGE: The petition of 52 citizens of the State of 
Ilinois, asking Congress to repeal all laws authorizing 
slavery in the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DE MOTT: A memorial of citizens of Seneca 
county, New York, against an increase of letter-postage, and 


_ in favor of retaining the present system of weight. 


By Mr. DELANO: The petition of 48 citizens and voters 
of the county of Knox, Ohio, praying Congress to establish 
a semi-weekly mail-route from Columbus, Ohio, to Coshoc- 
ton, in the same State, via New Albany, Johnstown, Utica, 
Martinsburg, Bladensburg, East Union, West Bedford, and 
Roscoe. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: The petition of inhabitants of 
Bailing Hollow, Long Island, praying for the establishment 
of such measures as may be deemed best for the settiement 
of all national disputes, either by treaty stipulations, or by a 
congress of nations: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The remonstrance of Isaac Strohm, 
and 44 other citizens of the counties of Greene and Mont- 
gomery, Ohio, against any change of the law regulating post- 
age, by which the rates of postage on letters shall be in- 
creased. 

By Mr. DROMGOOLE: The petition of the citizens of 
the town of Petersbuig, for a mail-route from Ridgway, 
North Carolina, via Clarkesville, to Halifax Court-house, 
Virginia. 

By Mr. YELL: The petition of sundry citizens of Brad- 
ley and Jefferson counties, in the State of Arkansas, pray- 
ing the establishment ofa mail-route from Peri Bluffs, in 
Jefferson county, to Camden, in Washita county. A peti- 
tion for the establishment of a mail-route from Camden to 
Louisville, in Lafayette county, in said State: referred to 


. the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of Jacob Cook, anq 
116 others, citizens of Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, re 
monstrating against any alteration or reduction of the tang 
aet of 1842. ; 

By Mr. HOUGH: A memorial numerously signed by ejt)- 
zens of Syracuse, New York, against any increase of letter 
postage, and in favor of retaining the present syste, of 
weiglits, instead of by the piece : referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. Three several like me 
morials from citizens of Seneca county, New York: refer. 
red to the same committee. Joint resolutions by the Levis 
lature of the State of New York, instructing their Senators 
and requesting their Representatives in Congress to Oppose 
any increase of better postage: referred to the san com- 
inittee. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 172 citizens of the er, 
of Rock Island, in the State of Ilinois, asking an appro 
tion for the removal of the obstructions in the Des 
and Rock River rapids of the Mississippi river. 

By Mr. ATKINSON : The petition of Elizabeth M. Adam 


inty 
pria- 
Moines 


| of Portsmouth, Virginia, asking for a pension as the widoy. 


of Midshipman Adams, who died of disease contracted in 
the line of his duty: referred to the Committee on Nayal 
Affairs. 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Was} 
ington county, Wisconsin, to extend the time which persons 
purchasing lands by pre-emption may have to pay for thy: 
same: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. Th¢ 
petition of citizens of Racine county, for a mail-route fron 
Rochester to Sugar creek ; referred tothe Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads; The petition of citizens o 


| New Diggings, in Wisconsin, praying that a certain tract of 


land may be set apart as a town site for said village: reyer. 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. The petition of 
citizens of Burlington, Racine county, for an appropriation 
on road from Racine to Beloit. The petition of same for ay 
appropriation to complete the harbor at Root river. Th » pe- 
tuition of same for a mail route from Racine to Beloit. 

By Mr, CUMMINS: The petition of Robert M. Dawson 
and 140 other citizens of Ohio, asking Congress to make an 
appropriation to erect a wire suspension bridge across the 
Ohio river at Wheeling, Virginia, to connect the national 


} road, in Virginia, with the same road in Ohio: referred tj 


the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
By Mr. G. W. JONES: The remonstrance of George ( 


| Wilson, of Marshall county, Tennessee, late a private jn 


the army of the United States, against the continuance of 
sutlers at military posts, barracks, and forts: referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. PERRILL: The papers of the heirs of Israel Cry 


| der: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of citizens of Morgan, 
Benton, and Polk counties, in the State of Missouri, pray 
ing for the establishment of a mail-route from Versailles to 
Boleran: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of the children of Thomas 
and Rebecca Pool, late of Brunswick, Cumberland county, 


| Maine, for an allowance of a revolutionary pension due un 


der the acts of 1835 and 18: 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Kane country, for a mail-route from Bristol, Kendall coun 
ty, via Sugar Grove, Grouse, Blackberry, Avon, and Line, 
to Sycamore, De Kalb county, [linois: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The peti- 
tion of Asa Hall, of Will county, for payment of back pen 
sion from April 26, 1814, to July 22, 1830: referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. The petition of citizens 
of Champaign county, for a mail-ronte from Troquois, via 
Courtwright’s Mills, Middleport, Jonathan Wright's, on 
Spring creek, and Middle Fort, Vermillion river, to Urban 
na: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: The petition of Malachi 
Hagan, praying remuneration for property destroyed by the 
United States at Micanopy, in Florida. The petition of 
James Edwards, administrator of Edward W. Warton. pray- 
ing compensation for goods destroyed in Florida, by order 
of the commanding officer at Micanopy, Florida. The peti- 
tion of Joseph Elzuardi, administrator of Antonio Pucheco, 
praying compensation for property taken for the purposes of 
the United States. The petition of Richard Fitzpatrick, 
praying compensation for property used by troops of the 
United States: all of which were referred to the Commit 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. P. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Mad- 
ison county, Kentucky, praying the passage of a law to 
make proposals to other nations to settle all difficulties with 
out an appeal to arms: referred to the Committee on For 
eign Afiairs. 


3: reterred to the Committee on 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespar, March 4, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port of the Secretary of the Navy, on the means 
of naval defences of the lakes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. af 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented the memorial of 
citizens of Indiana, praying a grant of public land, 
to aid in the construction of the Buffalo and Mis- 
sissippi railroad ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. ys 

Mr. H. also presented the petition of citizens of 
Indiana, praying an extension of the laws of the 
United States over the Oregon territory, and the 
construction of a national road from some point on 
the Mississippi to the mouth of the Columbia river; 


which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE 
the heirs of Gustavus 


resented the petition of 
. Harmer, a surgeon s 
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mate in the revolutionary army, praying to be al- 


jowed bounty land and commutation pay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. a 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of 
Thomas P, Shepherd, praying that the apparatus 
employed in the manufacture of oil of vitriol may 
be admitted into the ports of the United States free 
of duty; which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of the legal 
representatives of Josiah Fletcher, praying indem- 
nity for destruction of property by hostile Creek 
Indians; Which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of T. L. Wen- 
dell and others, praying the payment of their claims 
as provided for by the fifth article of the treaty of 
January, 1837, between the United States and the 
Saganaw tribe of Indians; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. C. also presented the petition of Jacob G. 
Dyckman, praying the adoption of his system of 
military instruction for the use of the militia of the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BREESE presented the memorial of the 
Galena and Chicago Union Railroad Company, 
praying permission to purchase at the minimum 
price the public land through which it is proposed 
to construct their road: which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. B. also presented the petition of the Mayor 
and Common Council of the city of Chicago, Ill., 
praying a grant of the town lots belonging to the 
United States, in that city, to defray the expense 
of arresting the injury caused by the public works 
in their harbor; which was referred te the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of the 
heirs of James Bell, deceased, praying the pay- 
ment of a balance due for advances made by their 

ancestor during the revolutionary war; which was 
laid on the table. 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
granting to the State of Illinois a portion of the 
public lands in that State, to aid in the completion 
of the Illinois and Michigan canal; and that they 
report by bill. 

Mr. H. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported without amendment bills for 
the relief of the following persons, reported from 
the House of Representatives and referred to said 
committee, viz : Ton M. Rhea, Arthur R. Frogge, 
James Davison, Wm. McCauley. ae 

Also, a bill for the relief of John Ficklin. 

Mr. J., also, from the same committee, asked 
that said committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Elizabeth Sevier; 
and that the same be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Also, that said committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Harriet 


Ward, and that it be referred to the Committee on | 


Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill authorizing the pay- 
ment of interest upon the advances made by the 
State of Alabama for the use of the United States, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 


report upon the subject; which was ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, submitted adverse reports upon 
the petitions of the legal representatives of John 
Fulford, John Brooks, Henry Latum, Charles 
Pasteur, and John Campbell; which reports were 
severally ordered to be printed. 

_Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for the relief of Hugh W. Dobbin, granting him 
arrearages of pension; the bill was read, and passed 
toa second reading, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a motion to print 
3,000 extra copies of the report of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, and the accom- 
panying documents, in relation to the construction 


ee 


the Pacific, reported the same, with a recommend- 
ation that it be passed. 

The question was taken on the motion, and the 
same Was agreed to. 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print 60,000 copies of the 
recent report of the Commisssioner of Patents 
without the list of patents, reported the same with 
an amendment, striking out 60,000, and inserting 
25,000. 7 

Mr. YULEE inquired of the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing the probable cost of print- 
ing this document. 

Mr. ATHERTON, in reply, stated that the 
printing of the usual number, together with the ex- 
tra copies, would cost $15,000, providing that the 
document of the present year is of the same length 
as that of last. 

Mr. NILES opposed the expenditure of so larg: 
a sum of money for the purpose proposed, and 
moved an amendment to print 10,000 copies only. 

Mr. YULEE said that, in making the inquiry, 
his principal purpose was to bring the notice of the 
chairman of the committee to the importance of 
vigilance in economizing the expenses of printing. 
Ten years azo the average total cost of the printing 
of both Houses seemed, by a report this morning 
laid upon the table of Senators, to have been less 
than thirty-five thousand dollars; while, as he was 
just informed by a Senator near him, the expense 
of printing for the Senate alone during the last ses- 
sion exceeded one hundred and forty thousand 
dollars. He wished also to call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Retrenchment 
to the subject of reform. This astonishing in- 
crease in the expenses of printing was only a type 
of the general growth of extravagance im the ex- 
penditures of every other branch of the Govern- 
ment—naval, military, and civil. He represented 
the extravagance of the Government for many years 
as being culpable intheextreme. He was a mem- 
ber of the Democratic party, but he confessed with 
sorrow that that party was not free of its share in 
permitting the grossest extravagance. He thought 
the time had come to reform this system of profuse 
expenditure. As to the document in question, he 
believed that it was a book of very indiflerent ma- 
terials—a sort of agricultural annual far inferior to 
many monthly publications of that character— 
Skinner’s Agricultural Magazine, for instance. Ag- 
ricultural works of a much more valuable charac- 
ter could be obtained at much less expense; and if 
the agricultural classes were to be taken into the 
special care and guardianship of the Senate, in his 
opinion, their interests could be far better promo- 
ted by other means than by the dissemination of 
these documents emanating from the Patent Office. 

Mr. BREESE wished to know to what Admin- 
istration the Senator had referred as being pecu- 
liarly chargeable with extravagance? Did he mean 
that of Mr. Van Buren? 

Mr. YULEE had meant all—all. But if the 
Senator desired reference to any particular Admin- 
istration, he would say that, although he had been 
as warm and devoted a friend of Mr. Van Buren’s 
Administration as the gentleman himself, he would 
say very freely that that Administration had been 
marked with intolerable extravagance. ‘The same 
extravagance has spread through all the depart- 
ments of the Government, and been continued up 
to the present day. It was growing, and he did 
not make ita charge upon Mr. Van Buren—upon 
his Administration, or any other; but he affirmed 
that the Senate knew that extravagance in the pub- 
lic expenditures was growing every day; and that 
no adequate check to it has been attempted by any 
Administration for the last ten years. It was the 
spirit at which he struck, and not at any particu- 
lar party or Administration. It could not be de- 
nied. Gentlemen of all parties would agree that 


| the spirit of extravagance was growing in their 


expenditures, and that the tendency of their legis- 
lation had been to encourage and stimulate that 
spirit of extravagance. He trusted that reform 
would be commenced at once: reform not only in 
the expenditures and the impositions upon the peo- 
ple, but also in the spirit of our legislation. In 
future he sincerely hoped to see a system of mod- 
erate appropriations and moderate taxation. 

Mr. BREESE had supposed that the gentleman 
had alluded to the Administration of Mr. Van Bu- 
ren. He (Mr. B.) was directly at issue with the 
Senator on that point. No Administration—neither 


ofa railroad from Independence to the shores of | that of Mr. Van Buren nor that of General Jack- 
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son—could be charged with extravagant expendi- 
ture, unless their estimates could be shown to be 
extravagant. He referred the gentleman to the 
estimates presented during the Administration of 
Mr. Van Buren, and he would find that in every 
instance the appropriations had exceeded the esti- 
mates by thousands and thousands of dollars. No 
Democrat President had recommended so many 
reforms in the public expenditure as had Mr. Van 
Buren; and in every single case the appropriation 
had, as he had just said, outgrown the estimate. 
‘That, it needed not to be added, was not the fault 
of the Administration. The blame rested in another 
quart P. 

Mr. DICKINSON did not deem it at all neces- 
sary to enter into any discussion of the extrava- 
gance or economy of the Van Buren Administra- 
tion. ‘That matter had been satisfactorily argued 
on other more appropriate oceasions. He supposed 
that the simple question before the Senate was on 
the printing of this document. buses had un- 
doubtedly hitherto existed in the public printing— 
vreat abuses. 


But they were now on the read to 
reform in that respect. The information contained 
in the annual report of the Patent Ottice was very 
valuable and useful. ‘The document had been ex- 
tensively circulated hitherto, and was extremely 
acceptable to large classes of the people, who were 
not at all disposed to grumble at the « xpense of 
printing it. They were quite willing to pay for 
it. He would have been willing to vote even for 
a larger number of copies than that now recom- 
mended and proposed. The very object of print 

ing extra copies was to diffuse valuable informe- 
tion amongst the people; and he did not know 
any species of information more valuable than that 

which was calculated to benefit the agricultural 

classes of the country. 

Mr. YULEE supposed that it was very proba- 
ble that the estimates of the Administration alluded 
to were, as stated by the Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. Breese,] less than the appropriations. But 
that did not meet the point of his (Mr. Y.’s) re- 
marks. He did not intend to make any charge 
upon the then President, (Mr. Van Buren,) who 
could not be estimated more highly, either for his 
patriotism, or statesmanship, or virtues, by any 
other gentleman than by himself. But he meant 
simply to say that the spirit of extravagance had 
been permitted to grow both in the legislation of 
the country, and the application of appropriations; 
and that no adequate reform had been attempted ; 
that no checks had been imposed; and that, in all 
instances eres which had come under 
his eye, there had been the most intolerable ex- 
travagance—the most unjustifiable waste. He said 
that it was important that this spirit of extrava- 
gance both in the legislation and expenditures 
should be reformed. He believed that the present 
Administration was disposed to unite with Con- 
gress in all necessary reforms; and that they also 
had a chairman of the Committee on Retrench- 
ment, who would take pains to inform himself 
upon these subjects, and supply them with meas- 
ures, by the aid of which retrenchment and reform 
could be effected. He trusted that that chairman 
would enter sedulously on his work; and that he 
would receive the cordial aid of his friend beside 
him from North Carolina, [Mr. Haywoop,] who 
had presented to the Senate, a few years ago,a 
series of measures calculated to render him much 
assistance. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. The bills were never report- 
ed back. 

Mr. YULEE trusted, then, that they would be 
exhumed, and by some galvanic process revivified 
by the present Committee on Retrenchment. He 
did not mean to say, in reference to this document, 
that, if it was a useful one, it ought not to be 
printed. He hoped, however, that the honorable 
chairman of the committee would limit his motion 
to the printing of the ordinary number, leaving for 
further consideration the propriety of printing any 
extra number. That would give time for an ex- 
amination of the document; and if it were one 
communicating important political information— 
if it were one material in that respect—he, for 
one, would willingly give his humble vote in fa- 
vor of the printing of a moderate number of extra 
copies. 

Mr. ATHERTON remarked that the number 
of extra copies recommended for printing had been 
reduced from 60,000 to 25,000—a reduction of one- 
half the number printed last year. Last year the 
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expense of printing this document had been $40,- 
000; the expense of printing the same number this 
year, Supposing the document to be of equal length 
with that of last year, would be $34,000, because 
twenty per cent. is to be deducted from the prices 
of last year. Here is one reduction, one effort at 
retrenchment at least, for which the gentlemen 
from Florida may give credit to the Senate. The 
expense of printing the number now propose d, 
supposing the document to be of equal length with 
that of last year, would be about €15.000: and the 
committer supposed that that was a pre tty serious 
reduction of the expenditure of last year. Hle was 
not able to say this positively, but he felt, at all 
events, disposed to go still further into the reduc- 
It 


had been suerested, however, by many Senators, 


tion of the public expenditures for printing. 


that the universal demand for this document justi- 
fied the printing of a larger number than that now 
morn ser 
Mr. ASHLEY expressed a desire that the sub- 
ject be pases 1 over informally till to-morrow. 
~ Mr. SEVIER moved that the si bject be post- 
pon d till to-morrow. 
The motion was put and carried; and the subject 
riy hes over till 
[A messare in 
President of the U 
Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
tine the settlement 
line between the State of Florida 


of Geore 


accordin to-morrow. 


writing was received from the 


nited States. } 


Judiciary, re pork da bill respec 
of the boundary 
and the Stat 1a. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the administrator of 
Andrew Capella, deceased; which was read, and 
ASR d toa Se cond readin y. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back to the Senate the joint reso- 
lution in relation to mineral lands, with an amend- 
ment, 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Charles W. Bingley, of Charleston, 
South Carolina, was read the first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON, pursuant to notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill supplementa- 
ry to an act entitled **An act enabling the claim- 
‘ants to lands within the limits of the State of Mis- 
*‘ souri and Territory of Arkansas to institute pro- 
‘ ceedings to try the validity of their elaims,’”’ ap- 
proved the 26th of May, 1824; which was read, 
passed to the second reading, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the special order; which mo- 
tion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution sub- 


mitted by Mr. Auien, as amended by the Commit- | 


tee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give notice 
to the Government of Great Britain of the intention 
of the United States to annul the convention for 
the joint occupancy of the Oregon territory, the 
resolutions submitted by Messrs. HanneGan, Car- 
HouN, CrirrenpdeN, and Coreuitrt, and the joint 
resolution of the House of Representatives, on the 
same subject. 

The question pending being the substitute pro- 
posed by Mr. Crirrenpen, as modified by the 
adoption of the resolution of Mr. Co.euirt, 

Mr. HAYWOOD rose, and addressed the Sen 
ate until half-past three o’clock, when, without 
closing his remarks, he gave way to a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. H. took the ground that when the Presi- 
dent transmitted the correspondence accompany- 
ing his Message—which might have been a wrong 
step—he, no doubt, acted from a sense of duty; 
but he could not have anticipated that Congress 
would, instead of giving an affirmative or nega- 
tive response to his action, have taken the oppor- 
tunity of endeavoring to snatch from his hands 
his constitutional power of regulating negotiations 
with foreign Powers. Could he have anticipated 
such a course, would he not have been justified in 
altogether withholding the correspondence? Now 
there was presented to the world the singular 
spectacle of two branches of the Government act- 
ing distinetly and inconsistently—the Executive at 
one end of the Avenue, engaged in carrying on ne- 
gouations; while Congress, at the other end, was | 
engaged in a debate denunciatory of all the nations | 


of the earth. He did not look on this phenom- i 
enon as chargeable against the Administration, but 
as the necessary result of the transmission of the || 
diplomatic correspondence to Congress, 

What was past, however, could not be recalled; 
and it was now the duty of statesmen to decide 
what was the next step, and how they could act 
so as to acquit themselves to their consciences and | 
the country. In order to do this, he considered it | 
essential that they should be informed of what 
was the true position of the Executive. As a 
friend of the President, he desired that a free com- 
munication should be made by the Executive of 
his position, before the Senate ‘came to any decis- | 
ion as to the revocation of the convention of 1828, 
in order that it might be known to this body what 
are his own views, and what is the action he ex- 
pects from the lecislative branch. 

Mr. HH. then took a view of the course which 
had been pursued by the President, approving of 
the offer of the parallel of 49° to Great Britain, and 
maintaining that there was nothing in the lan- 
ruave of the President to render it improper in 
him to negotiate hereafter on that basis, notwith- 
standing this rejection. He regarded the negotia- 
tion as still open: and he would not do the Presi- 
dent so much wrong as to suppose that, if we 
passed the notice, and thus put into his hand a 
rreat moral weapon, that he could be guilty of so 
miserable a trick as to use it tothe dishonor of his 


i} 


country on the one hand, or to the reckless provo- || 


eation of a war on the other. Believing that the 
Administration stood committed to accept an offer 
of a division of the territory on the parallel of 49° 
—or substantially that—he should sustain the Ex- 
ecutive in that position. He expressed his convic- | 
tion that, whatever might be his individual opin- | 


ions, the President—as General Washington did || 


in 1796—would fulfil his obligations to the coun- | 
try; that, whenever the interests of the country | 


required it, he would sacrifice his own opinions to || 


his sense of his official duty. He rebuked the cry 
which had been set up by some of the friends of 
the President, which placed him in the position of 
being the mere organ of the Baltimore convention, 
and declared that, if he could believe that the Ex- 
ecutive would permit the resolution of that con- 
vention to overrule his duty to the country, he 
would turn his back upon him. 

Mr. H. then proceeded to deduce, from the lan- 
cuare and acts of the Executive, that he had not 
put himself in a position which imposed on him 
the necessity of refusing to negotiate on the par- 
allel of 49°, should negotiation be resumed on that 
basis. In this respect, the President did not occupy 
that attitude in which some of his friends wished 
to place him. Tt ought to be borne in mind that 
Great Britain had held occupancy for above forty 
vears: and it was absurd to suppose, that, if we 
turn suddenly upon her and tell her she must quit, 
that she will not make resistance. And he asked 
what our Government would be likely to do if 
placed in a similar position and reduced to the 
same alternative. No one could contend for a mo- 
ment that the rejection of the offer of 49° by Great 
sritain released the President from the obligation 
to accept that offer whenever it should, again be 
made. ‘The question was to be settled by com- 


was still pending. It was not to be expected that 


hastily. 


ation and consultation; and true politeness requires 
that ample time should be given for this purpose. 
It is obvious that Great Britain does not consider 
the negotiation terminated, as she would have re- 
called her minister; and the President cannot deem 
it closed, or he would have made a communication 
to Congress to that effect. The acts of the Presi- 
dent were not such as to justify any apprehensions 
of a rupture; and from that, he did not ask for the 
notice in order that he might draw the sword and 
throw away the scabbard. The falsehood of any 
such charge is proved by the fact that he has ask- 
ed for no enlargement of the annual apppropria- 
tions: on the other hand, his estimates are rather 
diminished. Knowing him to be honest, he (Mr. 
H.) would acquit him of any such imputation of | 
moral treason, which would subject him to the | 
reprobation of man and the anger of his God. 
Before Mr. H. had concluded, he yielded the 
floor; and 
The Senate adjourned. 


j 


voters of the third congressional district 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wepnespay, March 4, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


NEW JERSEY CONTESTED ELECTION, 
The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 


| ness to be the report of the Committee of Elections 


in the case of contested election from the State of 
New Jersey. 


Mr. HOPKINS moved that there be a call of the 


| House; which was ordered. 


And the Clerk having called the roll, 156 mem. 


| bers answered to their names. 


The names of the absentees were then called, and 


| 180 members appeared to be present. 


On motion of Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS, all fur- 
ther proceedings on the call were dispensed with. 

Whereupon the House resumed the considera. 
tion of the case of contested election from the State 
of New Jersey. 

The state of the question, at the adjournment 


| yesterday, was this: 


The majority of the committee had recommend- 
ed the adoption of the following resolution: 
** Resolved, That Isaac G. Farlee is not entitled to 


a seat in this House, as a representative from the 
| State of New Jersey.’’ 


Which said resolution Mr. Hamu had hereto- 
fore moved to amend, by striking out all afier the 
word ‘‘resolved,’’ and inserting the following: 

“That John Runk is not entitled to a seat upon 
this floor. That Isaac G. Farlee, having received 
a majority of the legal votes of the legally qualified 
of New 
Jersey, is entitled to his seat upon this floor,” 

And Mr. Scnenck had moved to amend the 
amendment by substituting therefor the following: 

** Resolved, That at the time of the last congres- 


sional election in the third district of New Jersey, 
Richard H. Richardson, one of the electors at said 


| election, was, as appears from the testimony be- 


fore this House, a legal voter, and his vote should 


| not be struck from the polls.” 


Mr. Trspatts (excepting from its operation the 


| contesting and the sitting members) had demanded 
| the previous question; pending which demand, the 


House had adjourned. 
And the question now recurring on seconding 


| the demand for the previous question, the vote was 
| taken by tellers, and stood yeas 68, nays 75. 


So there was not a second. 

The question then recurred on the amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON took the floor, and spoke in 
favor of the right of the sitting member to his seat. 

Mr. 8. JONES followed in defence of the claims 
of the contestant, [yielding the floor for explana- 


| tion to Messrs. SCHENCK, STANTON, and 
McGAUGHEY.] 


Mr. McHENRY then obtained the floor, and 


| addressed the House in support of the report of 
| the majority of the committee, and in favor of Mr. 
| Runx’s right to a seat. 


_Mr. TIBBATTS demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VINTON moved a call of the House. 

Mr. HENLEY moved that, before the call was 


\| commenced, the doors should be closed; the whole 
promise; and, on this principle, the negotiation || 


proceeding otherwise, he said, would be mere non- 


| sense. 
a negotiation of this kind could be carried through || 
Time must be given for communication || 
with the British Government, for proper consider- || 


The SPEAKER said that, in his judgment, the 
doors could not now be closed without a suspen- 
sion of the rules. 

Mr. HENLEY moved that the rules be sus- 
pended. [The motion, if es was not agreed to.] 

And the question being taken (after a brief conver- 


| sation between Mr. TOOMBS and the SPEAK- 


ER) on the motion of Mr. VINTON, a call of the 


House was ordered. 


And the roll having been called, 171 members 


| answered to their names. 


And the names of the absentees having been 
called, 193 members appeared to be present. _ 
On motion of Mr. BOYD, all further proceedings 


| on the call were dispensed with. 


The demand for the previous question (after some 


| conversation between Mr. SCHENCK and the 
| SPEAKER) was seconded. 


Mr. S. withdrew his amendment. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

Mr. W. HUNT and Mr. ROCK WELL asked 
the yeas and nays on the main question; which 
were ordered. 
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After some conversation on a point of order, in | 


which Messrs. YANCEY, HAMLIN, TIB- | 
BATTS, BAYLY, and McKAY, participated, 
‘Mr. MORSE asked to be excused from voting, 
assigning his reasons therefor. — 
No question was taken on this motion. ‘ 
The main question—to wit,on the motion of 
Mr. Hamu to strike out the resolution of the 
majority of the committee, and insert the resolu- 
tions of the minority—was then taken, and resulted 
as follows : 
YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Bayly, 
James Black, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff,Brockenbrough, 
Brodhead, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Collin, Con- 
stable, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Foster, Fries, Good- | 
year, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, | 
Hoge, Hough, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jen- 
kins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Sea- 
born Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, McClean, McClelland, McClernand, 
McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barclay 
Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Payne, 
Perrill, Pettit, Phelps, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 


Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seammon, Strong, Sykes, Jas. | 


Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Woodworth, 
and Yost—76. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, John Q. Adams, Ste- 


a Adams, Arnold, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, | 


slanchard, Boyd, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John 
H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cul- 
lom, Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dob- 
bin, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Faran, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, 
Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Her- 
rick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, 
Hopkins, John W. Houston, George S. Houston, 
Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, Geo. 
W. Jones, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, 
Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, Lumpkin, McConnell, 
MeGaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Perry, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon Sever- 
ance, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Tru- 
man Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb 


B. Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strohm, Thibodeaux, | 


Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, 
Toombs, ‘Trumbo, Vinton, White, Winthrop, 
Wood, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, Yell, and 
Young—112. 

So the motion to strike out and insert was re- 
jected. 


The question then recurred on the adoption of | 


the resolution reported by the majority of the com- 
mitte, as follows: 


Resolved, That Isaac G. Farlee is not entitled to 


a seat in this House as a representative from the | 


State of New Jersey. 


The yeas and nays were called on both sides of || 


the House, and ordered, and, being taken, result- 
ed as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ste- 
a Adams, Arnold, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, 
‘lanchard, Boyd, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown, Buffington, Wm. W. Campbell, John H. 


Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, | 
Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, | 


Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Constable, Cranston, 


Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Garrett Davis, Jefferson | 


Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, John H. 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Hampton, 
Harmanson, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, 
Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, 
John W. Houston, George S. Houston, Edmund 
W. Hubard, S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washing- 
ton Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Daniel P. King, T. 
B. King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, 
Long, Lumpkin, McConnell, McGaughey, Me- 


Henry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morse, Mose- || 


ley, Owen, Parish, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Julius Rockwell, John 
A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, 
Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sima, 





Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, | 
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Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strohm, Thi- 
bodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, 


| White, Winthrop, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, 


Yell, and Young—119. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, James 
Black, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brod- 
head, Chase, Chipman, Collin, Cummins, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, 
Faran, Foster, Fries, Goodyear, Grover, Hamlin, | 
Haralson, Hoge, Hough, Hungerford, J. B. Hunt, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, McLean, 
McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, John P. 
Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Payne, Perrill, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Strong, Sykes, Jas. 
‘Thompson, Wheaton, 





Tibbatts, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Woodworth, and Yost—66. 

So the House decided that Mr. Far.ee (the con- 
testant) was not entitled to a seat. 
Mr. HAMLIN then offered the following reso- 
lution: 
Resolved, That John Runk is not entitled to a 

seat in this House. 

Mr. EWING raised a point of order. 

The SPEAKER overruled it. 

Some conversation followed on the point of or- 
der. Mr. HAMLIN demanded the previous ques- 
tion on his resolution. 

Mr. HOPKINS, for the purpose, he said, of 
bringing the matter to a final test, moved that the 
whole subject be laid on the table. 

Mr. H. asked the yeas and nays thereon, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ar- 
nold, Baker, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, Blanchard, 
Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Buffington, 
William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Car- 
roll, John G. Chapman, A. A. Chapman, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Cran 
ston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Delano, Dixon, 


|| Dobbin, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Edward H. 


| Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Grider, 


‘| Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. 
\| Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, John W. 


Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Joseph 
| R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Leib, Lewis, 
Levin, Long, McConnell, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mcllvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pollock, Price, 
Ramsey, Reid, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, 
| Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Truman 
| Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
| Thurman, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, White, 
i} Winthrop, Wright, Yell, and Young—93. 
NAYS—Messrs. J. Q@. Adams, Anderson, At- 
|| kinson, Bayly, James Black, Jas. A. Black, Bow- 
| lin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, 
Cathcart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Collin, Con- 
stable, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, Drom- 
oole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, 
Picklin, Foster, Fries, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, 
| Hoge, Hough, George 8S. Houston, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, 
La Sere, Ligon, McClean, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Bar- 
clay Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, 
Phelps, Rathbun, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 


| 
| Strong, Sykes, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
| son, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Wil- 
| liams, Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, 
| and Yost—99. 

| So the whole subject was not laid on the table. 

i 


The question then recurred on the demand for 
|| the previous question, and there was a second. 

|| And the main question was ordered to be now 
|| taken. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 


\| of the resolution; which was read. 

'| The question was then taken on the adoption of 
'| the resolution of Mr. Hamu, and resulted as fol- 
| lows: 


James Black, James A. 


Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Simpson, St. John, | 


| Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL asked for the reading | 
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“EAS—Messrs. Anderson, inson, Bayly 
YEAS—M And Atki Bayly, 


Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Catheart, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Collin, Constable, Cuim- 
mins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fos- 
ter, Fries, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hough, 


| George S. Houston, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 


Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, 


_ Joseph Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston 


King, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, McClean, MeClel- 
land, MeClernand, McDowell, MeKay, John P. 
Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, 
Niven, Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, 
Perry, Phelps, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Simpson, Thomas 
Smith, St. John, Strong, Sykes, James Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Whea- 
ton, Wick, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, 
Yancey, and Yost—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, 
Stephen Adams, Arnold, Baker, Barringer, Bedin- 
ver, Bell, Blanchard, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown, Buflington, W. W. Campbell, John H. 
Campbell, Carroll, J. G. Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cobb, Cocke, Col- 
lamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Garrett 
Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Joho H. 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, LHer- 
rick, Hillard, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, 
Hopkins, John W. Houston, Edmund W. Hub- 
ard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Daniel P. King, ‘Thomas 
Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, Lump- 
kin, McConnell, MeGaughey, MeHenry, Mell- 
vaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pollock, Price, 
Ramsey, Reid, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thompson, 
Thurman, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Win- 
throp, Wright, Yell, and Young—96. 

Yeas 96, nays 96; [a tie vote.] 

The SPEAKER voted in the negative. 

So the vote stood—yeas 96, nays 97. 

A burst of applause followed, which the Speak- 
er peremptorily checked. 

So the resolution was rejected. 

The result of this vote is, that Mr. Runk retains 
his seat. 

After this vote was announced, Mr. BAYLY 
rose and said: Mr. Speaker, if this question had 
been carried by one vote, I should have moved a 
reconsideration; and if 1 could have anticipated 
that the vote would have been so close, | should 
not have voted, for I had promised a colleague, 
[Mr. Penpteron,] who differed in opinion with 
me about this matter, who desired to go on yes- 
terday afternoon to Baltimore to join his fam- 
ily, that I would not vote to-day, if my rote would 
change the result. In no other event did I agree to 
** tie off.’ However, your vote has settied the 
matter, and there 1s no oceasion for me to with- 
draw my vote, as it would not change the result. 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SAWYER rose, and, by leave, made a 
personal explanation in reference to a letter from 
this city which had appeared in the ‘* New York 
Tribune,”’ purporting to be a description of some 

| of the personal habits of Mr. S., and otherwise of 

_ avery scurrilous and abusive character. 

| The reason assigned by Mr. S. for bringing the 
matter before the House was, not to ask any in- 
terference on its part, but to say that he had been 
unable to fix the letter on any individual—the one 
who was the reputed correspondent denying the 

| authorship—and to give notice that in future, when 

| attacks of this kind were made upon him, he should 

take the matter into his own hands. 

[The reporter does not go into explanation, fur- 
ther than necessary to render intelligible the sub- 
sequent action of the House. ]} 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF offered the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the reporters or letter-writers of 
the ‘* New York Tribune”’ be expelled from this 
, House. 

And Mr. B. demanded the previous question. 
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Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT moved to lay the 
resolution on the table, but subsequently with- 
drew that motion, (remarking that his only rea- 
gon for making it was to rive time for explanation 
to the editor of the ** Tribune.’’) 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question was ordered, 

And after a good deal of conversation and some 
confusion, the resolution was adopted by the fol- 
lowing vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinzer, Benton, James Black, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, 
Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, ¢ ‘hipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Jefferson 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, 
Dromeoole, Dunlap, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Faran, Viecklin, Foster, Fries, Gentry, Giles, 
Grider, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Hlarmanson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, 
(+. S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunger- 
ford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charies J. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, James H, Johnson, Joseph Johnson, A. 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Pres- 
ton King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Levin, 
Ligon, Lumpkin, MeClean, McClelland, MeCler- 
nand, MeDowell, McHenry, McKay, Barclay 
Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, 
Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, 
Price, Rathi teid, Ritter, Russell, Sawtelle, 
Sawyer, Scammon, A. D. Sims, Leonard H. dims, 
Sunps mn, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
St. Joho, Strong, Svkes, James ‘Thompson, Jacob 


Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, 


il, 


Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Towns, Trumbo, 
Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Woodward, Yan- 
cey, Yell, Young, and Yost—121. 

VA YS—Messrs. Abbott, J. Q. Adams, Arnold, 
Baker, Barringer, Bell, William W. Campbell, J. 
H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Delano, Dix- 
on, Dockery, Foot, Giddings, Grover, Harper, 
Henley, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Paniel P. King, ‘Thomas B. 
Kin Lewis, Long, MeConnell, McGaughey, 
Moseley, Julius Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Sever- 
arree, Smith, Albert Smith, Stewart, 
Strohm, Thibodeaux, ‘loombs, White, Winthrop, 
and Wright—49. 

The SPEAKER thereupon ordered the Ser- 
geant-at-Arnis to execute the order of the House. 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolied Bills, made a report. 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING, on leave, introduced 
a resolution providing for the appointment of a se- 


‘Lruman 


lect committee to examine ispy’s ventilator, &c. 
Pending which, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


‘The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of Warren Estabrook, 
and 380 other citizens of western Ohio, praying for an ap 
propriation for the completion of the Cumberland road. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Antoine Dupre, praying 
to be confirmed in a certain tract of land: referred to the 
Cominittee on Private Land Claims. 

by Mr. POLLOCK: The petutuon of Rebecca Boyd, of 
Northumberland county, Penn., praying for a pension. 

By Mr. T. SMITH: The memorial of Colonel Samuel 
Fulion, of Ohio county, Indiana, praying Congress to aliow 
hua for services as a soldier in the revolutionary war. ‘The 
inemorialist says he is justly entitled to pay for past years, 
and during the remainder of lis life: reterred to the Com- 
mittee On Revolutionary Pensions, 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of Samuel McCamant 
1nd others, asking for the establishment of a post-route from 
Wytheville, via Red Bluff and Sulphur Springs, to Grayson 
Court house, Virginia: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Ojljice and Post Roads. 

by Mr. GILES: The memorial of the Mayor and City 
Council of Baltimore, upon the subject of the outfit and ar- 
rangement of vessels bringing passengers from other coun 
tries; and that Congress may pass such laws as to prevent 
tue introduction of contagious diseases into this country : 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mc. SCAMMON : The petition of Charles Wadsworth 
and others, heirs at law of the late General Peleg Wads- 
worth, for commutation pay for services rendered in the 
revolutionary war by the said General Wadsworth: refer- 
red to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. The peti- 
tion of Lewis P. Hilliard and 76 others, citizens of Kenne- 
bank, Maine, deprecating the evils of war, and praying 
Congress, in some constitutional mode, to propose to other 
Goveraments a congress of nations, for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding by a code of international laws for a peaceable ad- 
Justnent of national disputes: referred to the Committee 
ou Foreign Affairs. : 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 5, 1846. 

Mr. SEMPLE presented the petition of citizens 
of Illinois, praying the establishment of a mail- 
route from Mount Sterling to Springfield, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial and | 
proceedings of a meeting of citizens of Philadel- | 


phia, in favor of the construction of a dry-dock at 
the navy-yard in that city, and the erection of for- 


tifications on the Delaware river; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of mem- 


bers of the bar of Philadelphia, praying that the | 


unexpended appropriation for the salary of the As- 


sociate Justice of the Supreme Court of the Uni- | 


ted States for the eastern and western districts of 
Pennsylvania, and the district of New Jersey, may 
be divided among the several district judges of 


those districts; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Isabella 
Stout, heir-at-law of James Samson, praying the 
confirmation of her title to a tract of land, held by 
virtue of a Spanish grant; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Henry 
and 8S. K. Cheatham, praying compensation for re 
moving the raft of the Red river; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented the memorial of the 
heir of John Moore, deceased, praying the repay- 
ment of advances made by her ancestor, during 
the revolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of the 
chiefs and delegates of the Wyandotte Indians, 
praying compensation for the lands ceded by them 
to the United States, by the treaty of 17th March, 
1842; which (Mr. Sevier informing Mr. A. that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs had reported a bill 
for the purpose stated in the memorial) was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of George 
W. Billings, praying that the Secretary of the 
Navy may be authorized to contract with him for 
the supply of water-rotted hemp for the use o 
the navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEMPLE submitted resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of Illinois, in favor of the grant by 
Congress of a quantity of public lands, to aid in the 
completion of the Illinois and Michigan canal. 

Also, resolutions in favor of arf appropriation by 
Congress for the speedy completion of the Cum- 
berland road; which were read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BAGBY, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tained leave to introduce a joint resolution for the 


| postponed, and that the Senate resume the e, 


March 


<n 


South America, in pursuance of the provisions of 
the postal convention signed at Bogota on the 6); 
day of March, 1844. ; 
And that the same committee be further instryo:. 
ed to inquire as to the propriety, in connexion wiih 
the aforesaid mail service, of causing the United 
States mail to be carried by sea from New Orleans 
to the Isthmus of Panama, and thence through th. 
Pacific ocean along the northwest coast to ne ne 
and the Sandwich Islands, and south alone ‘the 
coast of South America as far as Callao in Pery. 
Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the followino re 
solution; which was agreed to : . 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Roads and (Cp. 
nals be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
having a map of the route to Oregon struck from: the 
notes and descriptions and topographical sketc}, 5 
of Captain Fremont. 
Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the prior orders be 


_ . 
sideration of the ‘ bill to apply certain alternate 
sections of the public domain toward the comp} 
tion of works of internal improvement in the Sia: 
of Michigan, and for other purposes;”’ which mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE thereupon resumed, and 
concluded his remarks in support of the bill; ; 
vancing arguments showing the necessity of 
immediate passage, not only for the purpose of 


its 
Bi 
lieving the tax-ridden citizens of Michigan, but f 
the pecuniary benefit of the general treasury by the 
increase of value of the public lands. —T 

[A message in writing was received from the 


President of the United States; also a messave an- 
nouncing that the President of the United Siates 
had signed and approved a joint resolution author- 
izing the transmission and presentation of books to 
the Minister of Justice of France, in exchange for 
books received from him. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that the Speaker of said 
House had signed an enrolled bill.} 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourn it be to 
Monday next. 

Mr. NILES moved that the Senate resume the 
consideration of the special order of the day; which 
motion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the Joint Resoluuon 
submitted by Mr. ALien, as amended by the Com- 


| mittee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give 


notice to the Government of Great Britain of the 
intention of the United States Government to annul 


| the convention authorizing the joint occupancy of 


| the Oregon territory, and the resolutions of Messrs. 


relief of Mary Ann Linton; which was read a first | 


and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SEMPLE, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill for the establish- 
ment of a national armory at Massac on the Ohio 
river, in the State of Lilinois; which was read a first 


and second time, and referred to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 

Mr. H. JOHNSON submitted the following re- 
solution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
causes of the frequent failures of the mail to and 
from New Orleans, and into the expediency of 
providing against the recurrence of such failures. 

Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate be instructed to inqnire 
into the expediency, practicability, and probable 
expense of augmenting the accommodation of the 
public in the chamber of the Senate, by erecting 
an additional gallery, changing the arrangement 
respecting the reporters, or otherwise, and that 
they report thereon, 

Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; Which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of providing by law for the transpor- 
tation of the United States mail across the Isthmus 
of Panama, in the republic of New Grenada, in 


HannecGan, Catnoun, and Critrenven, and the 
Joint Resolution from the House of Representa- 
lives on the same subject. 

The question pending being on the resolution 
offered by Mr. Critrenpen as modified by the 
adoption by the mover of the resolutions of tle 
amendment proposed by Mr. Corquirt— 

Mr. HAYWOOD resumed his remarks. He 
referred to the course which he had taken yester- 
day, showing that the acts of commission and 


° . o . . } ° 
, omission of the President, judged by every rule of 


equity and candor, required of us not to doubt that 
his purpose was pacific—that he had not placed 


_ himself in the perilous position of plunging his 


country into war for the meaning of a word. 
He then proceeded to an examination of the 
Message of the President, in order to deduce from 
its language proof in favor of the position which he 
had taken, showing that the President, 1 making 
the offer of compromise on the parailel of 49°, had 
been actuated by a strong sense of public duty; 
and that there was nothing in the Message of vie 
Executive—which was all in the form of a narra- 
tive—to countenance the idea that the negouauon 
had terminated. Yet this Message had been re- 
lied on as evidence that the door of reconciliation 
was shut. In the phraseology used by Mr. Pak: 
enham in rejecting the ofter of 49°, in which he 
expresses his hope that the Government of the 
United States would make some other proposition 
which Great Britain could with justice and honor 
accept, Mr. H. saw a significance from which 
he Sw au_additional inference in favor of bis 


views, that every movement looked to a pacilic 


result. He regarded the course of the President 
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as saying to Congress, I have done my duty—it | 


js now for you to say what you wil do. If you 
ure disposed to fight for 4° 40’, say so, and I will 
close the door of negotiation; if you are not, say 
so, and we stand on the parallel of 49°. He did 
not believe that if we passed this notice, the Pres- 
ident would use the great moral power thus con- 
fided to him to @ traitorous purpose. — I'he Senate 
and House would sull retain in their hands the 
pill to extend our jurisdiction over the Oregon 
terriiory; and he, for one, would stand by the 
Senate, and agree not to adjourn until it was deci- 
ded whether we should have peace or no peace, 
He considered it a greater test of true courage to 
do right, than to engage ina fight, 

In reference to the language in which Mr. Pak- 
enham rejected the peewee of a compromise 
on the parallel of 499, Mr. H. denied that there 
was anything in it to jusuty the construction which 
many had been eager to put upon it. ‘The rejecs 
tion Was accompanied by the expression of a hope 
that some other proposition would be offered, 
which Mr. H. looked upon as implying that there 
was some other proposition in his view. 

In the year 1795, there was a great clamor 
against Jay’s treaty, which was carried on a pole 
trough the streets of Philadelphia, and was 
burned before the House of the british Minister. 
Some persons in Boston took it also in hand; and 
General Washington felt himself compelled to come 
out ina letter, which Mr. H. read, for the pur- 
pose of holding up his sentiments to the admira- 
tion and imitation of others. He also read other 
exuracts from General Washington’s language, on 
the pernicious tendency of factions; and then went 
on to remark on the resolutions of the Baltimore 
convention, denying that, in the letter of nomina- 
tion sent to Mr. Polk, there was a single word 
about Oregon or Texas, or that there was any al- 
lusion to these subjects in his reply. The amount 
of the first was, ** Will you be our candidate—we 
will elect you;’’ of the other, *¢1 will, and L hope 
you can.”’ ‘There was no pledge to bind the Pres- 
ident on the subject of Oregon. 

Mr. H. then referred to the divisions which had 
sprung up in the Democratic party, the tendency 
of which 1s, to destroy the party, by cutting off its 
heads. This question of Oregon had been turned 
into a party question, for the purpose of President- 
making. He repudiated any submission to the 
commands of factious meetings, got up by dema- 

gogues, for the purpose of dictating to the Senate 
how to make a treaty, and felt thankful that North 
Carolina had never taken this course. He did 
not regard such proceedings as indicative of that 
true Democracy which, like a potato, grew at the 
root, and did not, like the spurious Democracy, 
show itself from the blossom. ‘The creed of the 
Baltumore convention directs the party to reannex 
‘Texas and to reoccupy Oregon. ‘exas had been 
reannexed, and now we are to go for the reoccupa- 
tion of Oregon, y 
the territory on which American foot ever trod, 
comprised merely the valley of Willamette, which 
did not extend above 49°; and consequently this 
portion was all which could be contemplated in 
the expression ‘‘reoccupation,’’ as it would in- 
volve an absurdity to speak of reoccupying what 
we had never occupied. Referring to the history 
of the annexation of Texas, he cited the impossi- 
bility of getting Texas through, until the two 
questions had been made twin sisters by the Balti- 
more convention. Then Texas passed the House, 
and came into the Senate, followed so closely by 
Oregon, that they seemed to be akin. 

He was not for distrusting the President. He 
would give him the notice, and then if he deceived 
us, he would hold on to the law extending juris- 
diction over Oregon. 
the notice, he had no objection to that proposed 
by the Senator from Kentucky: he had no objec- 
tion to that which came from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. But he dreaded the effect of 
sending back the subject to the House, in a form 
which would revive the discussion in that body, 
and this dread led him rather to prefer taking the 
resolution in the form in which it came from the 
House. He could, under no circumstances, vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Georgia, 
which he regarded as tantamount to giving no no- 
tice at all. He objected to the admission of the 
House of Representatives as a partner in the treaty- 
making power. He would do nothing which could, 
in the slightest degree, exhibit to Great Britain any- 


Now, Old Oregon, embracing all | 


In reference to the form of | 


thing like distrust in ourselves. If the Senate was 
afraid to do an act, it would be better not to do it, 
than to do itshrinkingly. The construction which 
he put upon the amendment was, that it authorized 
& compromise somewhere between 49° and the Co- 
lumbia river. He could not do that. He could 
not vote for the notice, with this amendment, be- 
cause he believed it would embarrass the President 
in his course. The second section of the resolution 
from the House he regarded as properly introduced 
under the circumstances. Originally, the House 
adopted the naked form of giving the notice; but, 
at the last moment, the correspondence was com- 
municated, which showed that negotiations were 
sll going on. It was then that the second section 
was adopted, to free the Executive from any em- 
barrassment which the passage of the naked prop- 
osition might have caused. He concluded with ex- 
pressing his fervent hope that God would deliver 
his country from the danger of converting into a 
dispute the correspondence which had been com- 
municated by the President to the two Houses of 
Congress. 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose to make an explana- 
tion; but gave way to 

Mr. CALHOUN, who expressed a wish to cor- 
rect a statement of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina in relation to one of the protocols of the Brit- 
ish Minister, which he quoted in the course of his 
remarks, ‘I'he statement, as made by the honorable 
Senator, was calculated to make an erroneous im- 
pression. Senators, by turning to the document, 
would find that it contained simply a declaration 
on the part of the British Minister of the reasons 
which induced him to doubt his authority to pro- 
ceed with the negotiations, and a statement that he 
had applied to his Government for further instruc- 
tions. Whethersuch instructions had been received 
or not he could not say; but he presumed they had 
been received. ‘lhe Government of the United 
States had never assented to the proposition that 
any part of Oregon belonged to Great Britain. Our 
negotiators had always claimed the whole of the 
territory. In his own letter to the British Minister, 
he had, on the part of the United States Govern- 
ment, claimed the whole valley of the Columbia 
river. He believed that Great Britain had never 
denied that the title was in us. 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose and said: 1 must apolo- 
gize to the Senate for obtruding myself upon your 
attention at this advanced period of the day, par- 
ticularly as I have already occupied your attention 
on several occasions in the course of this debate. 
My remarks now, however, will be very brief. 
5efore I proceed to make any reply to the speech 
of the Senator from North Carolina—the most ex- 
traordinary speech which I have ever listened to in 
the whole course of my life—I desire, through the 
Vice President, to put a question to him, which J 
have committed to writing. It is this: 1 ask him 
if he has the authority of the President, directly or 
indirectly, for saying to the Senate that it is his 
(the President’s) wish to terminate the Oregon 
question by compromising with Great Britain on 
the 49th degree of north latitude ? 

Mr. HAYWOOD. Is the Vice President to be 
the catechist ? 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I put the question in the 
usual way, through the Chair. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. I have already said what, 
for fear of mistake, I had previously written, and 
which I shall print. It would be unwise and im- 
poliue for the President to authorize any Senator 
to make such a declaration as that implied in the 
question of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to say that I construe 
the answer of the Senator from North Carolina 
into a negative. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. Then I desire to say that 
my friend from Ohio only proves what I have 
shown on a former occasion, that he is a very bad 
hand at construction. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, then, I will adopt the 
other construction, and consider his answer as an 
affirmative; and | put the question, and demand 
an answer to it as a public right. The Senator 
here has assumed to speak for the President. His 


' speech gocs to the world; and I demand, as a pub- 


lic right, that he answer the question; and if he 
won’t answer it, I stand ready to deny that he has 
expressed the views of the President. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said that, had he occupied 
the station of chairman of a very important com- 
mittee, placing him in confidential intercourse with 
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the President, and had attributed opinions to the 
President which he could not establish, when in- 
terrogated, he would quit. But his constituents 
had not sent him here to answer questions which 
no one had a right to propound — has What he 
had spoken, he had wratten—no—he had written 
them before he had spoken—and he should print it. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. I call the Senator to order. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. You needn’t be uneasy, sir. 
No Senator has a right to make demands upon me 
on this floor, or anywhere else, unless I give him 
reason. | would do almost anything ina kind way, 
out of doors, which could be done in reason and 
honor; and | confess that Ldo a great many things 
that I look on as humiliating, after they are done, 
rather than have discord in the Democratic party. 
I do not recognise the right of any one to make de- 
mands on me, when | have submitted to the Senate 
what | had to say, what | wrote before 1 said it, 
and what I shall print afterwards. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not demand an answer as 
any personal right at all. I demand it as a public 
right. When a Senator assumes to speak for the 
President every Senator possesses a pubhe right to 
demand his authority for so doing. An avowal 
has been made that he is the exponent of the views 
of the President, upon a great national question. 
He has assumed to be that exponent. And task 
him whether he has the authority of the President 
for the assumption ? 

Mr. WESTCOTT. I call the honorable Sena- 
tor from Ohio to order. I object to the President's 
personal opinions or purposes being made the sub- 
ject of inquiry on this floor. 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. HANNEGAAN rose si- 
multaneously. 

Mr. HANNEGAN yielded, observing that he 
was not so anxious to speak, but he could yield the 
floor to any bod y- 

Mr. ALLEN. I have not asked what the opin- 
ions of the President are. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him for one moment? Lam not at all 
excited—not atall. Ido not see any catechism in 
the rules of order. I deny the right of any Sena- 
tor to put questions to me in this way. I have not 
assumed to speak by authority of the President, 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the Senator takes back his 
speech. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. Notatall; but I am glad to 
see that my speech takes’. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the British. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Well, the Senator from 
North Carolina has not suffered his speech to get 
into print this morning, so as to give a fair oppor- 
tunity of replying. All sketches even of his speech 
have been, by his ‘special request,’’ withheld in 
the papers. 

Mr. HAYWOOD replied that, as he had taken 
a very important and responsible position, he 
wished to avoid the possibility of misconstruction, 
and therefore desired to report his speech himself. 
For fear of mistake he had taken that course; and 
he thought he was justified in it by the fact that 
one of the papers (the Times) had really been 
quite unable to make out the drift of his remarks 
yesterday, and had positively set him down as ma- 
king a long speech in favor of settling the quesuon 
by arbitration. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I do not deem it material 
whether the Senator from North Carolina gives a 
direct answer to my question or not. Itis entirely 
immaterial. He assumes—no, he says there is no 
assumption about it—that there is no meaning in 
language, no truth in man, if the President any- 
where commits himself to 54° 40’, as his flattering 
friends assume for him. Now, sir, there is no 
truth in man, there is no meaning in language, if 


‘the President is not committed to 54° 4U’,1n as 


strong language as that which makes up the Holy 
Book. From a period antecedent to that in which 
he became the nominee of the Baitimore conven- 
tion, down to this moment, to all the world he 
stands committed for 54° 40’. I go back to his 
declaration made in 1844, to a committee of citizens 
of Cincinnati, who addressed him in relation to 
the annexation of Texas, and he there uses this 
language, being then before the country as the dem- 
ocratic candidate for the chair which he now fills. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is the date? 

Mr. HANNEGAN. It is dated the 23d of 
April. 

(Mr. H. here read an extract from Mr Polk’s 
letter to the committee of the citizens of Cincinnati. 
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Here Mr. Polk expressed the opinion that the 
Union ought never to have been ** dismembered ’’ 
by the separation of Texas. Did the speech of 
the Senator from North Carolina sustain the prin- 
ciple.of this declaration? Let the world judge. 

‘Mr. H. went on to read another extract, where 
it was declared we ought to assert and hold our 
right of domimion over the whole territory of the 
republic. | 

Who, then, defines the limits of Oregon? Has 
not the President himself defined them in his Mes- 
sae ° 

Mr. H. then quoted from the President’s Mes- 
sue the following paragraph: 

“The extraordinary and wholly inadmissible 
‘demands of the British Government, and the re- 
‘ jection of the proposition made in deference alone 
‘to what had been done my predecessors, and the 
‘impled obligauon which their acts seemed to im- 
* pose, afford sauusfactory evidence that no com- 
‘promise which the United States ought to ac- 
‘cept can be effected. With this conviction, the 
‘ proposition of compromise which had been made 
‘and rejected was, by my direction, subsequently 
‘withdrawn, and our tite to the whole Oregon 
‘ territory asserted, and, as is believed, maintained 
‘ by irrefragable facts and arguments.”’ 

What does the President here claim? Up to 
54° 40’—every inch of it. He has asserted that 
claim, and is, as he says, sustained by “ irrefraga- 
But this is not all: I 
hold that the language of the Secretary of State is 
the language of the President of the United States; 
and has not Mr. Buchanan, in his last communi- 
cation to Mr, Pakenham, named 54° 40’ in so many 
words? He has. ‘The President adopts this lan- 
guage as his own. He plants himself on 54° 40’. 
1 well remember that the President was the choice 
neither of myself nor—I beg his pardon, I should 
have named the Senator first—neither of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina nor of myself. Neither 
of us preferred him. Both of us had another 
choice. And J must confess | am most happy to 
see that, since his election, he has grown so much 
in favor with my friend from North Carolina as to 
induce him to come here with a valorous defence 
against attacks never made—never made, sir. But 
this | will say—and make it attack, if you please— 
if the President has betrayed that standard which 
the Baltimore convention put into his hands, and 
whereby he committed himself to the country, into 
the hands of the enemy, I will not do, as the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina threatens, turn my back 
upon him—lI suppose he cares litthe whether both 
of us do that—but I shall hold him recreant to the 
principles which he professed, recreant to the 
trust Which he accepted, recreant to the generous 
confidence which a majority of the people reposed 
in him. I shall not abandon the principles of the 
democratic party. I shall not abate one jot or uttle 
of the principles we gave to the country then; I 
shall sustain them; but I shall hold and exercise 
the privilege of speaking of him in the language 
of truth and fearlessness. The Senator from North 
Carolina attempted to speak of the resolution of 
the Baltimore convention. [ask him if he serious- 
ly meant his statement of it as a fair exhibition of 
If so, it was unworthy of the Sen- 


ble fatts and arguments.”’ 


its substance ? 
ator to— 

Mr. HAYWOOD. I took the resolution from 
Mr. Breese’s speech—the only place I believe I 
ever saw it. Here itis: 

‘+ Resolved, ‘That our title to the whole of the 
territory of Oregon is clear and unquestionable; 
that no portion of the same ought to be ceded to 
isngland or any other Power; and that the re- 
oceupation of Oregon, and the reannexation of 
Texas at the earliest practicable period, are great 
American measures, which the convention re- 
commends to the cordial support of the democ- 
‘racy of the Union.”’ 

Mr. HANNEGAN. There is a great deal of 
difference between that and the statement of it giv- 
en by the Senator. ‘The Democratic party is thus 
bound to the whole of Oregon—every foot of it; 
and let the Senator rise in his place who will tell 
me in what quarter of this Union—in what assem- 
bly of Democrats in this Unien, pending the Presi- 
dential election, the names of Texas and Oregon did 
not fly together, side by side, on the Democratic 
banners. Everywhere they were twins—every- 
where they were united. Does the Senator from 
North Carolina suppose that he, with his appeals 
to the Democracy, can blind our eyes, as he thinks 


‘ 


‘ 
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he tickled: our ears? He is mistaken. ‘Texas 
and Oregon ’’ cannot be divided; they dwell to- 
gether in the American heart. Even in Texas, I 
have been told the flag of the lone star had inscribed 
on itthe name of Oregon. Then it was all Oregon. 
Now, when you have got Texas, it means just so 


| glass houses should not throw stones. The prov- 
| erb is somewhat stale, but it isa aed 


much of Oregon as you in your kindness and con- | 


descension think proper to give us. You little 
know us, if you think the mighty West will be 
trodden on im this way. Let gentlemen look at 


their own recorded votes in favor of taking up the | 


Oregon bill at the close of the last session, and then 


let them look at the language of that bill, and see | 


if it did not propose to take possession of Oregon 
up to 54° 40’, after giving unqualified notice to 
Great Britain that the convention must cease. At 
that time we still held Texas in our hands; and 


this was a test question; and every man in the Sen- | 


ate voted for it save the Senator who sat there, 
(understood to refer to Mr. McDurrir,) and the 
peerless Hucer. 
| Hvueer] had afterwards told him that he had vo- 
ted in the negative because it was suggested to him 
that unless he did so the civil and diplomatic bill 
would fail which was then pending; but on further 
conversation and consideration he wished to move 
a reconsideration of the vote, but his friends would 
not consent that it should be done. In the House 
of Representatives but four out of fifty Southern 
Democrats had voted against the bill. 


trust the South on the question of Oregon; the re- 
sults were now manifesting themselves; and let the 


And that most excellent Senator | 


‘These were | 
the reasons given to him why he should not dis- || 


speech just concluded by the Senator from North | 
Carolina show whether or not he was justified in 


his distrust. 


The Senator, in his defence of the President, | 


put language into his mouth which I undertake to 


say the President wall go Pag and I am not the | 


President’s champion. 


pion. I would not be the champion of power. I 


defend the right, and the right only. But, for the | 


wish not to be his cham- | 


GLOBE. 














P one; and 
even some great men may occasionally be remind. 


ed of it to their profit. Let me tell the Senator 
from North Carolina, that, for my own part, | 


| would much sooner be found a small man seekine 


| tool—the cringing flatterer, the fawning syco 
| who crouches before power, and hurries fr 


_ and nods, and wreathed smiles. 


a high place, than the subservient, pliant, supple 


phant, 


: : 4 om its 
back stairs to bring before the Senate its becks 
—~ 


The last Steamer 
from Europe, it is said, puts this question in suc 
a position, that for Oregon we can get free trade 
Free trade I love dearly; but never will it be boucht 
by me by the territory of my country. He who 
would entertain such an idea is a traitor to his 
country. I speak for myself, and my own section 
of the country. Free trade for a surrender of 4) 
ports and harbors on the Pacific? Never, sir- 
never. Whence this movement for free trade on 
the part of England? Does not every one know 


h 


i€ 


| that she has been driven into this course by the 
| outeries of starving millions? that she has been 


forced into this policy by the landowners, to save 
their lives from the knife of the midnight assas. 
sin, and their palaces from the torch of the prowl- 


_ing incendiary? But the West is to be provided 


for; itis to have a new and most profitable mar- 
ket. Some of us know that from the Baltic Eng- 
land would get her wheat long before we could 
send a ton into her market. I advert to this sim- 


| ply because I do not know that! shall have another 


| opportunity to do so. 


President, I deny the intentions, which the Senator || 


from North Carolina attributes to him—intentions 
which, if really entertained by him, would make 
him an infamous man—ay, an infamous man. He 


| Mr. Haywoop] told the Senate yesterday—aunless || 


| grossly misunderstood him, along with several 
friends around me—* that the President had occa- 
sionally suckings-in, parenthetically, to gratify— 
what ?—the ultraisms of the country and of party; 


whilst he reposed in the White House with no in- | 


tentions of carrying out these parenthetical stick- 
ings-in.’’ In plain words, he represents the Presi- 
dent as parenthetically sticking in ‘a few hollow 
and false words to cajole the ‘‘ultraisms of the 
country ?’? What is this, need I ask, but charging 
upon the President conduct the most vile and infa- 
mous? If this allegation be true, these intentions 
of the President must sooner o1 later come to 
light, and when brought to light what must fol- 
low but irretrievable disgracer So long as one 
human eye remains to linger on the page of his- 
tory, the story of his abasement will be read, send- 


ing hin and his name together to an infamy so pro- | 


found, a damnation so deep, that the hand of resur- 
rection will never be able to drag him forth. 
who is the traitor to his country can never have 
forgiveness of God, and cannot ask mercy of man. 
| asked the Senator whether he came here charged 


He || 


with missives from the President, or whether he | 


assumed the dogmatic style on his own responsi- 
bility, and 
Mr. MANGUM. 
I protest against these remarks. 
Mr. HAYWOOD, Let him proceed. 
Mr. MANGUM. I withdraw my objection. 
Mr. HANNEGAN. Let me say one thing to 
the Senator from North Carolina over the way, 
{Mr. Manevm,] that if | have uttered one syllable 





| disrespectful to the Senator, it has not been my | 


intenuon. Ifhe apprehended that I was in dan- 


ger of saying anything disrespectful, I thank him | 


for his kind hint. 
where Lam, and the respect which 


I shall not forget the place | 
owe myself. | 


I reply in the same spirit in which the Senator | 


spoke. 


1 have no personal motives; I am speak- || 


ing to principles, and using, as he did, plain lan- | 


guace. 
tated in the country for the purpose of putting 
small men into large offices. 
men in large offices before to-day. 


? 


in large offices!’’ ‘* The country agitated to put 


| small men in large offices!”” ‘Those who live in 


We were told that this question was agi- | 


I have seen small | 
** Small men | 


| 


I have only to add, that so 
far as the whole tone, spirit, and meaning of the 
remarks of the Senator from North Carolina are 
concerned, if they speak the language of James 
K. Polk, James K. Polk has spoken words of 
falsehood, and with the tongue of a serpent. 

Mr. ALLEN rose, but 

Mr. EVANS obtaining the floor, moved that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was carried, and the Senate accord- 
ingly adjourned. 





The following Resolution, introduced by Mr] 
SEMPLE on Monday last, was inadvertently omit- 
ted in the proper place: 


Resolution of the General Assembly of Illinois, con- 
cerning the Oregon Territory. 


Whereas the territory of Oregon, extending from the 42d 
to and beyond the 54th degree of north latitude, upon the 
coast of the Pacific ocean, is a part of the United States ter- 
ritory, the title to which is not obscured by a single doubt; 
and whereas our hardy pioneers and fellow-citizens are 
there with their flocks and herds, their wives and children, 
their rifles and bibles, and all the incipiency of the social 
state, forming a portion of that great community, extending 
from the wrested bounds of Madawaska on the east, to the 
mouth of the CU .umbia on the west: And whereas the nation 
who, by her diplomatic skill and system of national aggran- 
dizement, made the encroachment upon our northeastern 
territory, has a band of trappers, hunters, and dependents, 
with a few stockades and some trading establishments, by 
which they influence and overawe the aborigines and hold 
possession of a large portion of the Oregon territory: And 
whereas, by our treaty stipulations with Great Britain, we 
are bound to give twelve months’ notice of our intention 


| to oceupy said territory, which must be considered by the 
| members of the holy alliance not only as a friendly invita- 


tion for a false claimant to withdraw, but for them also not 
to interfere in our just and legal territorial acquisitions, but 
to remain at home, on the other side of the Atlantic, secu- 
ring their own possessions and strengthening their feudal 
tenures with lead and gunpowder, without conferring a sin- 
gle boon upon the aspirants for freedom: Therefore, ; 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Illi- 


| nois, That our Senators be instructed, and our Representa- 


I call the Senator to order. || 





tives requested, to use their best endeavors to procure the 
passage of a resolution in Congress, to give notice to Great 
Britain of the intention of the United States to be the sole 
occupants of the said territory of Oregon, and to abrogate 
the first and second articles of the treaty of the 6th day of 
August, A. D. 1827. 


Passed February 27, 1845. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 5, 1845. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and appro- 
"The SPEAKER said that the business first in 
order would be the call of the committees for re- 
ports. 


NEW JERSEY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. REID rose, and moved a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the House had yesterday dec!- 
ded that Mr. Runk was entitled to his seat in this 
House, as the Representative from the third con- 


'| gressional district of New Jersey. 


1846. 


Mr. R. said that he had not made this motion 
with any view to change his vote, but simply to 
atisfy 
halt the vote was taken. He would inquire 
whether the motion to reconsider was debatable? 

The SPEAKER said it was. 





Mr. REID then demanded the previous ques- | 


ion. ; : 
OeThe SPEAKER. According to the recollection 
ofthe Chair, the gentleman voted with the majority. 


Mr. REID said he had done 80. 

Mr. S. JONES and Mr. PAYNE moved that 
there be a call of the House; which motion was 
decided in the affirmative. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 


The Clerk called the roll, and one hundred and 
fifty-nine members answered to their names; and | 


the names of the absentees having been called, one 


hundred and eighty-five members appeared to be | 


present. 

"The doors of the Hall were then closed. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that all further proceed- 
ings on the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. WINTHROP demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. TIBBATTS withdrew the motion. 

Mr. McCONNELL renewed it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 


taken, were, yeas 63, nays 120; so the House de- | 


cided that further proceedings on the call should 
not be dispensed with. 

Mr. REID then said, that if the House would 
suspend further proceedings on the call, he 
would, as much time had already been consumed, 
withdraw his motion to reconsider. 

Objections were made. 

Excuses were then offered, in one or two cases, 
for absent members. 


After which, and before the names of the absen- | 


tees had been called through for excuses, further 
proceedings, on motion of Mr. BAKER, were dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. REID said, that at the request of several 
gentlemen near him, he would withdraw his motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. LEAKE inquired of the Speaker whether 
the motion could be withdrawn except by unani- 
mous consent. 


The SPEAKER said the gentleman had the right | 


to withdraw. 
So the motion to reconsider was withdrawn. 


The SPEAKER then proceeded to call for re- || 


ports from committees. 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Milita- || 
ry Affairs, to which the petitions upon the subject | 


were referred, reported a bill making appropria- 
tions for works of military defence at the mouth of 
Genesee river, New York, accompanied by a re- 
port in writing; which bill was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and committed. 

Mr. J. DAVIS, by leave, presented a resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, in- 


resentatives to sustain the recommendations of the 
President of the United States in relation to the 
reduction and graduation of the price of the public 
lands; also, in relation to an alteration of the pre- 
emption law, and to use their exertions to pro- 
cure patents for all lands donated to the State of 
angen which resolution was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. NIVEN, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made an adverse report upon the petition 


= ohn Dorsey; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, 
Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 


Pensions be discharged from the consideration of | 


the petitions of Pearson Freeman, John Taylor, 
and the widow of Ebenezer Storer, and that they 
be laid upon the table. 


Mr. ATKINSON made adverse reports upon 
the petitions of Joseph Mace, Sarah Miles, and | 
Christopher Moon; also, upon the resolution of the 
House of the 19th December last, relative to com- 
pensation to disbursing pension agents; which 
were laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. ATKINSON, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be discharged from the consideration of 
the petition of Timothy Cook, and that it be refer- | 
red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. A. also, 


i 





several gentlemen who were not present | 


1 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be discharged from the consideration of 
the petition of Daniel Flick, and that the petluoner 
have leave to withdraw his peuuon. 


Mr. YELL gave notice of a motion for leave to 
| introduce a bill to establish a board of commis- 
sioners to settle certain claims against the United 
States. , 

Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which petitions upon the subject were 
referred, reported a bill to found a military asylum 
for the relief and support of invalid soldiers of the 
army of the United States, accompanied by a re- 
port in writing; which bill was read twice, and 
committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made a report upon the memorial! of Capt. 
George W. Taylor, accompanied by a joint reso- 
lution for testing Capt. George W. Taylor’s plans 
|| for submarine harbor defence; which resolution 
|; was read twice and committed. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL P. KING, 
Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
| Claims be discharged from the consideration of the 
petition of Michael Sparty, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. HERRICK, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Peter 
Dyget’s heirs; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, made a 
|| report upon the petition of the legal representa- 
| tives of Lieutenant Francis Ware, accompanied 
by a bill for their relief; which bill was read twice 
and committed. 
|| Mr. YELL, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill from the Sen- 
ate entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of the legal rep- 


99 


|| resentatives of George Duval, a Cherokee Indian, 
‘| reported the same without amendment. 
Ordered, That said bill be committed. 

’ 


1 
| 
| Mr. 1. E. HOLMES, from the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs, reported the following resolution; 
| which was read, considered, and agreed to, viz: 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Nevy be di- 
| rected to report to this House what provisions of 
| law are necessary to effect the retrenchments recom- 
| mended in his annual report, and without which 
| his estimate for pay of the navy may prove de- 
|| ficient; and also what provisions of law are re- 
uisite to insure the more exact accountability of 
isbursing officers in that branch of the public 
| service. 


Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Rev- 


|| olutionary Claims, made a report upon the peti- | 


tion of Margaret Gwinnup, accompanied by a bill 
for her relief; which bill was read twice and com- 
'| mitted. 


| On motion of Mr. WOODWORTH, 


Resolved, ‘That the petition and papers of Henry 


|| made the present session, be recommitted to the 
'| Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
Which was agreed to. 


, are t p || A. Livingston, on which an adverse report was | 
structing their Senators and requesting their Rep- | 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 


|| and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


| On motion of Mr. HOGE, 
i] 
ii 
| 


expediency of establishing a mail-route from Peru, 
in La Salle county, to New Boston, in Mercer 


expediency of increasing the present mail service 
| 

! 

| Territory of lowa. 


Ways and Means, reported sundry amendments 
proposed to be offered to the bill to provide for the 
better organization of the Treasury, and for the 
collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement 
of the public revenue; which amendments were 
| committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
| on the state of the Union. 
Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Ways 
| and Means, made a report upon the petition of 


| 
| 
| Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee of 
| 





|| Richard Hargrove Lee, accompanied by a bill for 


his relief; which bill was read twice and commit- 


'| ted. 


On motion of Mr. SEABORN JONES, 


| be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
; 2 T . . . A 
| of Wm. Hogan, administrator of Michael Hogan, 


on the route from New Boston to Wappello, in the | 


| deceased, and that it be referred to the Committee | 


| of Claims. 
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POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. McKAY, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the year ending 30th 
June, 1847; which bill was read twice and commit- 
ted. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the cases of James 
Mitchell, Wm. Marshall, and James Meads; which 
were laid upon the table. 

Mr. LEAKE, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the case of Caleb Bell, 
administrator of Matthew Bell, and of Jeremiah 
Carpenter, deceased; which was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commeree, made an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of Smith, Thurgar, & McCall; which report 
was laid upon the table. 

Mr. GILES, from the Committee on Commerce, 
made an unfavorable report upon the petition of 
Josiah Sturgis; which report was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill in relation 
to assignees in bankruptcy, reported the same 
without amendment, and recommended that it be 
rejected; which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PETTIT, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the consideration of the petiuon 
of citizens of Mississippi for the release of Alvah 
Wilson and William A Me William, as sureties of 
Wm. H. Hines, late Postmaster at Lexington, 
Mississippi. , 

Mr. GRIDER, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made a report upon the petition 
of the administrator of Colonel Francis ‘Taylor, 
deceased, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CLARKE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made an adverse report upon 
the case of the heirs-at-law of William Cherry; 
which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the cases of Guy Car- 
penter and John Chaflee; which reports were laid 
upon the table, 

Mr. POLLOCK, from the same committee, 
made a report upon the case of Amelia Brereton, 
accompanied by a bill for her relief; which bill 
was read twice and committed, 

Mr. POLLOCK, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the case of the rep- 
resentatives of James Rumsey; which was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the same 


committee, made an adverse report upon the case 


| of the heir of Matthew Scoby; which was laid upon 
| the table. 


On motion of Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
W. T. Stockton, of Florida, and that it be refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. CROZIER asked leave to present a memo- 
rial and resolution from the Legislature of the 
State of Tennessee, praying Congress to make an 


u lo iNew | appropriation to remove obstructions to naviga- 
| county, in the State of Illinois; and also into the | ¢; 


tion in the Tennessee river, and to declare Chatta- 
nooga and Knoxville ports of entry. 

Mr. C. remarked that the memorial and resolu- 
tion had been in his possession for several days, 


| but being printed, and nothing appearing upon the 


face of the paper to show where it had been print- 
ed, and not having received any official communi- 
eation from the Governor of ‘Tennessee that any 
such memorial and resolution had passed the 
Legislature of that State, he had delayed its pre- 
sentation with the expectation of receiving some- 
thing ina more authentic shape from the Execu- 
tive of his State. Not having received anything 
of this kind from the Executive, he was compel- 


| led to present the memorial upon the testimony of 


| the newspapers from his State. 


He moved that 
the memorial and resolution be laid upon the table 


'| and printed. 
| Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means 


Ordered accordingly. 
Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL asked leave to of- 


| fer the following resolution, which was read for 


information, but, having been objected to, was not 
received: 
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Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire as to the expediency of 
establishing by law inferior courts of the United 
States for the trial of maritime causes involving a 
sma! pecuniary amount and minor offences under 
the penal law of the United States, and to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

A motion was made by Mr. HOPKINS that 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tion of Farley D. Thompson and others, sureties 
of Chileon White, to be released from all liability 
arising from the defaleation of said White while 
postmaster at Lagrange, Alabama, and that it be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. G. 8S. HOUSTON moved the recommit- 
ment of the subject, with instructions to release the 
peutioners from the amount of defaleation of a per- 
ron therein mentioned, (name not heard.) 

Mr. H. sustained the motion in remarks of some 
len rth. 

Mr. HOPKINS opposed it; 

And, after some conversation, the morning hour 
having expired, the subject was laid over until to- 
morrow morning. 


HARBORS AND RIVERS. 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered a resolution in the usual 
form, providing that all debate on the bill making 
appropriations for the improvement of certain har- 
bors and rivers, should terminate on Tuesday next, 
at two o’clock, ; 

Mr. COBB remarked that after to-day there was 
but one day intervening between this and the time 
at which it was proposed that the debate should 
be closed, which could be given to the discussion 
of this bill, Friday and Saturday were private bill 
days. 

He moved, therefore, that the resolution be laid 
on the table. 

he motion having prevailed, the resolution was 
laid on the tabl " 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
iteclf into Committee of the 

Mr. MeK AY moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the river and harbor bill, in order that 
the committee might take up the bill to supply de- 


the Union, (Mr. Conn, of Georgia, in the chair.) 


ficiencies In appropriations for the present year. 
Some of these appropriations (Mr. McK. said) 
were deficient, and it was requisite for the House 
to take action in regard to them. 

Mr. TIBBATTS suggested that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] was entitled to 
the floor, and that, therefore, the motion to post- 
yone could not be made without his consent. 

The CHAIRMAN so decided. 

Mr. HUDSON said he did not yield the floor. 

Mr. COBB said, then the gentleman was entitled 
to it, and would proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. McKAY was understood to say, that he 
made the motion, supposing that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] would acqui- 
esce in it. 

So the committee resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors 

And Mr. HUDSON took the floor. 

When the committee last rose, the point of order 
had been raised that it was not in order on this bill 
to co into a discussion on the tariff. 

The Cuarrman had decided that it was in order. 

An appeal had been taken. 

And the question now recurred, ‘* Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee ?’’ and, being taken, was decided in the 
aflirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. HUDSON accordingly proceeded with his 
remarks: 

Mr. HUDSON resumed the remarks in which 
he had been broken off at a former day. The 
point at which he had then arrived was the capa- 
city of the English market to consume the bread- 
stuffs of foreign nations. They found, on looking 
into official statements, that for the last fifteen 
years there had been broueht into Great Britain, 
and consumed each year, upon an average, 


10,900,000 bushels, from all parts of the world. 
, ‘iso found that this amount had fluctuated 
froma 228,000 bushels, in one year, to 23,900,000 
bushels—a fact highly important, as showing the 
lite dependence that could be placed by us and 
by other nations on a market thus fluctuating. It 


They 
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: ' 
was also important to consider that our surplus 


had varied as much as the demand of the English 
market. In 1836, 1837, and 1838, we had import- 
ed largely ihto our own country, from Great Brit- 
ain herself, almost half a million bushels of wheat 
per year. The English production, owing to im- 
provements in agriculture, was gaining on the 
English consumption. He referred to Drummond, 
and another English writer, who argue that Eng- 
land will, in process of time, produce all the grain 
required for her consumption; and to the fact that, 
in 1837 and 1838, their production was actually 
sO great as to exceed human wants, and their 
wheat was fed to cattle, and used for purposes of 
distillation, 

In 1841, 1842, and 1843, the imports into Great 
Britain were unusually large—averaging about 
eighteen million bushels per year. but of this 
large importation, what amount did the United 
States supply? Of the fifty-four millions of bushels 
imported during these three years, he read from a 
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table showing the respective quota furnished by || 


various nations: some of which R 


were—Russia, | 


2,593,000 bushels; Denmark, 3,099,000 bushels; | 


Prussia, 18,000,000 bushels; the British North 
American colonies, 6,854,000 bushels; and the 
United States, 3,000,000 bushels. Thus, for these 
three years of large importation into Great Britain, 
Russia furnished nearly as much as the United 
States; Denmark more; and Prussia six times as 
much as the United States. In fact, for these three 
years, we supplied, in direct trade with Great 
Britain, only about six per cent. of her imports. 

The English market Mr. H. computed for a se- 
ries of years to come at fifteen million bushels of 
foreign grain; and judging from the past, we should 
supply in direct trade only about one million, and 
the other fourteen millions would come from the 
continent of Europe. Now, he wished to institute 
the inquiry, whether the nations of the north of 
Europe could supply the English market, or wheth- 
er, in case of a modification of the English corn- 
laws, we could command that market. Lord Ab- 
erdeen, in 1840, addressed a circular to the consuls 
at most of the marts of trade on the eastern conti- 
nent, inquiring as to the capacity of those countries 
to supply the English demands. Returns from 
twelve marts showed that those ports could ordi- 
narily supply to Great Britain 17,779,000 bushels, 
being two or three millions more than the average 
of all the imports into Great Britain for six or eight 
years in succession. Hence it appeared that the 
British market could be supplied from the eastern 
continent independently of the United States. 

He next examined the financial ability of the 
countries on the continent to supply the market of 
England; and by referring to the prices of wheat 
for twelve years in succession, at various ports, 
principally in the north of Europe, he found that 
the average price of wheat there was ninety cents, 
while for the same time the average price in the 
United States had been $1 20 (or 25) cents. But 
calculating the differences in freights, exchange, 
and other advantages and disadvantages of the 
United States, compared with the continental na- 
tions for the supply of the English market, he ar- 
rived at a balance of at least twenty cents per bushel 
for the last ten or fifleen years against us. We 
could not, then, in the event of the repeal or essen- 
tial modification of the English corn-laws, compete 
successfully with the north of Europe in the Eng- 
lish market. 

In this computation he had been speaking of our 
direct trade with Great Britain. But for the last 
three years we had sent three times the quantity 
of grain to Canada, there to be manufactured into 
flour, and thence to find its way to England, that 
had been sent direct to that country, for the reason 
that a nominal duty only had been imposed upon 
breadstufls shipped from the British colonies. 
With the repeal of the English corn-laws, he ar- 
cued that we should lose the benefit of this indirect 
trade, being brought into direct competition in it 
as well as in our direct trade with the north of Eu- 
rope, which the experience of all past time had 
shown to be a most powerful competitor, and to 
have supplied in fact more than nine-tenths of the 
English market; and which was sustained by the 
declarations of Lord Ashburton and other British 
statesmen in Parliament, that the supply of Ameri- 


. 


ca, even through Canada, was a mere trifle, and 
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laws of England are repealed, or essentially modj- 
fied, the English consumption will be greatly wl 
creased. This he admitted’ to a certain, thoy i 
not to a very considerable extent; but he urved 
that with the reduction of the price of grain in 
Great Britain, would also come an equal or greater 
reduction of wages in that country. 

Mr. H. produced many more Statistics, and en- 
tered into other arguments to show that the bene. 
fits promised us from the repeal of the British cory- 
laws could never be realized; and that even if th. 
liberal policy anticipated were to be carried out jy 
that country—now that she had risen to her supe. 
rior eminence in agriculiure, manufacture, and 
wealth—it would undoubtedly be for the result of 
self-interest, which had ever been well-looked to 
by her, and would constitute no reason for a like 
policy on our part, unless it was judged to be for 
our interest. In proof that it would not be for ou; 
interest, he referred to the destruction of our home 
market, which he argued would be cons yuent 
which market was far more valuable—the State 9? 
Massachusetts consuming annually more th 1. 
three times the amount of breadstuffs sent to Great 
Britain, and the New England States more than al! 
our exports to foreign nations. 

On this point, Mr. H. yielded to an inquiry 
by Mr. Bayiy; and he was proceeding in his re- 
marks when his hour expired, and he resumed his 
Seat. 

Mr. PETTIT obtained the floor, and after some 
conversation, proceeded to address the committee. 
He was very happy, he said, although the com- 
mittee might not be, that he had got the floor. 
This was, at least, speaking within bounds, the 
fiftieth time that he had tried for the floor at this 
session, and he had never obtained the floor to 
make a speech. He had not now risen with the 
view of answering at length the remarks of the 
gentleman who had just taken his seat. This was 
the story which he had heard repeated from every 
stump in his district at least a thousand times, and 
which he had heard here as many times as there 
were seats upon the floor. He would only advert 
to one remark of that gentleman in the conclusion 
of his speech. He would ask of that gentleman, 
and of all gentlemen upon that floor, whether the 
great bulwark, the strong argument uniformly 
urged in favor of a high tariff was not, that Great 
Britain would not reduce her tariff? Let Great 

sritain give us reciprocity, it had been uniformly 

urged upon this floor, in the teeming arguments in 
the public press, and by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts himself—let her admit our breadstuf’s 
free of duty, and then we will reduce our tariff. 
But just so soon as this boon was offered—as soon 
as Great Britain proposed a reduction of her corn 
laws—just so soon were we told that, should Great 
Britain do it, so far from benefiting us, it will do 
us positive injury! Such were the inconsistencies 
and prevarications to which the advocates of a 
high tariff were driven in support of their favorite 
scheme! 

To a casual observer the whole course of the 
gentleman’s remarks might, perhaps, be thought 


the 


| out of place upon this bill; but after a close con- 


sideration of the subject, Mr. P. has discovered 
their application. The bill before the committee 
proposed to facilitate the commerce of the country. 
The gentleman might take any course of reasoning 
he saw fit; and in the exercise of this liberty, he 
insisted, notwithstanding the different dogmas 
which he now adopted, upon a high protective 
tariff. What (Mr. P. asked) was more calculated 
to cripple commerce, to shut up the ports of the 
world against us, to furl instead of unfurling our 
sails, than this very policy? The system of a high 
protective tariff carried out in the legislation of the 
country would do more injury to commerce than a 
thousand such appropriations as were proposed 
by this bill would yo good. In this way, although 
the gentleman was a professed friend of the biil, 
his very course of reasoning would tend to its de- 
struction. baa 
Having now done with tariff and anti-tariff ar- 


_guments, Mr. P. proceeded to notice the position 


that nine-tenths of the supply of Great Britain was | 


from the north of Europe. é 
But we would undoubtedly be told, if the corn- 


which had been taken by the gentleman from Vir- 
cinia (referring to Mr. Bayxy) in this debate. And 
before further proceeding, it might not be amiss 
for him to say that not one dollar of the appropr!- 
ations proposed by this bill would be expended 
within his district, or within one hundred miles 
from his residence, and nearly that from any por- 
tion of his district. He therefore could not be sus- 














ee ed 


‘ 


. 
A A Ae 





1846 


ected of feeling any immediate local interest in it. 
Nor should he have addressed the committee upon 
this subject, but from the unheard-of doctrine pro- 
mulgated here, and from the construction attempted 
to be given to the Constitution by the gentleman 
from Virginia. Mr. P. : had always considered 
himself a strict constructionist; but he found gen- 
tlemen at times strict constructionists, who at other 
times could find an apology and authority in the 
Constitution for any and all acts which they wished 
to perform. But he was utterly surprised when 
he had found in the remarks of the gentleman from 
Virginia these words: 

« This Government was established with the 
‘yiew of regulating our external concerns, leaving 
‘all internal matters to be regulated by the States; 
‘and the providing a way for commerce did not 
‘come within the purview of those matters over 
‘which Congress has jurisdiction.” 

To that view Mr. P. utterly dissented. 

Mr. BAYLY, who had been apparently listen- 
ing with great astonishment to this allusion to 
himself, (having taken the ** Union’’ from which 
Mr. P. had read,) rose and stated that the extract 
was not from his remarks (as he had not spoken 
upon this question,) but from the speech of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Payne.] He could 
not be held responsible for others’ sins, if they had 
committed any. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am responsible for all mine. 

Mr. PETTIT, receiving the correction, renewed 
his remarks in reply to Mr. Payne. Was it true 
(he asked) that this Government was created only 
for the regulation of our ‘‘ external’? concerns? 
This was the very reverse of the doctrine which 
had always been acted upon. He said more; there 
was no such thing as attending to our external con- 
cerns Without coupling them directly or indirectly 
with our internal concerns. We could not send a 
Minister abroad, except for internal purposes—for 
purposes of peace and prosperity athome. We 
could neither raise, maintain, or equip an army or 
navy except for the protection of interests at home. 
But, in the plain words of the Constitution, was 
the establishments of ‘post offices and post roads”’ 
—the transportation of the mail from one end of 
ihe country to the other—an external concern? Mr 
P. read from the Constitution the grants of power 
to Congress ‘*to borrow money on the credit of the 
United States;’? **to regulate commerce among 
the several States and with the Indian tribes ;” ** to 
establish a uniform rule of naturalization and uni- 
form laws on the subject of bankruptcies through- 
out the United States;’’ **to coin money,” and va- 
rious other grants—all which it needed no argu- 
ment to show were exclusively internal concerns. 
Nine-tenths of the provisions of the Constitution 
he said) were upon local and internal matters, 
‘The power to regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tons was an external concern; but ‘‘ among the 
several States and with the Indian tribes’”’ was in- 
ternal, and was as unlimited as the power of this 
Government to regulate commerce with France or 


England. This grant covered the whole ground, | 


and conferred entire sovereignty over the subject 
matter, 

Noticing next the position taken by Mr. Ruetr, 
he sportively (and without intending any disre- 
spect to that gentleman) compared it to that of a 
Witness of whom he had heard, who, being called 
upon to testify to the height ofa horse, without much 
reflection had testified instead of sixteen hands, that 
he was sixteen feet high. On the cross-examina- 
tion, being reminded of the difference, with great 
astonishment he asked, ‘*Did I say sixteen feet? 
Well, then, Istick to it.’? So with the gentleman 
from South Carolina; having once asserted that this 
Government has no power over internal improve- 
ments, (which are absolutely necessary for the 


cluded under its granted power over this subject,) 
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that we have no power whatever to provide har- 
bors for its protection, but must leave it to the 
mercy of the elements. Congress has the power 
**to raise and support armies;’’ but, according to 
the doctrine of the gentleman, it has neither the 
power to provide provisions, or clothing, or arma- 
ments for them. ‘his was the inevitabie result of 
the gentleman’s reasoning. But the gentleman had 
been very pathetic in his lamentauons; which, like 
that which in olden times was pronounced over 
the dead corse of Cesar, he had uttered over the 
sunken, withered, dying—ay, dead Constitution of 
the country, and had presented himself as one of 
the mourners. If the Constitution of the country 
is etiective only for harm, and has no power for 
good; if it has only the power to oppress the peo- 
ple, to draw from thei hard earnings, and gives 
no power to provide the means for the public pro- 
tecuon, he (Mr. P.) said it ought to die, and few 
mourners to be found in its train; it ought ** un- 
wept, unhonored, and unsung,”’ to return to dust. 

Having further exposed and commented upon 
what he conceived to be the errors and fallacies of 
the position of Mr. Ruerr, Mr. P. proceeded to 


| show affirmatively upon what grounds he justutied 


the appropriation proposed by this bill. He went 
not tor that wild, unlimited construction of the 
Constitution which was charged upon one party in 
this country, hor for that narrow, restricted con- 
struction charged upon a portion of the other par- 
ty, which would make it powerless for good, while 
efiective for evil and oppression; but avoiding ex- 
tremes, he sought to give this instrument lis correct 
construction. Under what clause, then, were the 
appropriations in this bill jusutied? He answered, 
under the grant ** to declare war,” and for the pur- 
pose of eitectually carrying it on; ‘‘ to raise and 
support armies ;’’ and under the grant ‘* to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian tribes.’’? Un- 
der the clause authorizing this Government to raise 
and support armies, he argued at some length, was || 
necessarily included the power to clothe and feed | 
them, and to transport them from place to place, 
and from post to post in the Union; to provide the 
means of transportation, and to remove obstacles 
in the roads on which they might travel, ‘as from | 
the falling of trees across the way, &c. Similar 
to this, and standing on the same ground, he ar- 
gued, was the power to remove logs, snags, and 
other obstacles trom the watery road over which 
our commerce travels. ‘There was no maxim bet- | 
ter established among men than that where power 
is delegated over a subject in a general grant, it 
draws after it, necessarily, all the diversified means 
that, in the judgment and wisdom of the Govern- 
ment to whom it is delegated, are necessary and 
proper for the advancement and accomplisliment 
of the end for which the grant is made. From 
this source alone was derived the power of Con- 
gress to assemble in this magnificent building, and 
to pay the expenses of Congress. Not a word 
was said of it in the Constitution; but all derived 
it from the power given to the Congress of the 
United States to make all laws necessary for the 
government of the United States. 

Mr. P. illustrated this principle by reference to | 
many other universally conceded specific powers | 
deduced from general grants, and urged that Con- | 

} 


gress, having the rignt to make these provisions || 


tor the protection and advancement of commerce, 
it was their duty so to do—the obligation on the 
part of a Government being always the correlative 
of the right to act upon any subject. He wished 


|| to be distinctly understood that he did not go for 


assuming any powers for Congress; but (in accord- | 
ance with what he had before stated) for deducing | 
those powers for the protection of commerce,. 


| Which were necessary, and distinctly included un.- | 
‘regulation’? of commerce, and necessarily in- || 


and of all reason, and says, ‘1 deny—I deny it.”’ |, 


He denies that the Government has any power to 


appropriate for improvements upon our western | 


lakes and rivers, while he maintains that it has the 


poe to stud the whole ocean’s coast with light- | 
1 


ouses and fortifications. But the gentleman did 
not deny that Congress has the power to make ap- 
propriations for the defence of Charleston! He did 
hot deny that Congress has the power ‘‘ to pro- 
vide and maintain a navy;’’ to expend millions in 
building it, and to spread its sails to the breeze ; 
but when driven by storms into port, he contends 


der the power ** to regulate commerce.’ And, in 


| conclusion, he called upon gentlemen to weigh well 
he stands here ia the face of arguments, of truth, || 


the subject before they went too far; to hesitate 
not too long; for he here told them that they could 
never pass the reduction of the tariff in this House 
ull this bill, in its substantial provisions, was 
passed. 

Mr. P. having concluded, 

Mr. BRODHEAD made an unsuccessful at- | 
tempt to lay aside this bill temporarily, in order 
to take up another bill, the title of which was not 
heard. 

After some conversation, on motion, the commit- | 
tee rose, 

And the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees ; 


By Mr. E. B. HOLMES: The petition of Elijah Rose, of 
Pentield, New York, asking pay tor unrequited services in 
the last war: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. STARKWEATUER: The petition of 36 citizens 
of Wayne county, Ohio, praying for a national railroad from 
the Missouri river to the Pacitic ocean. Also the petition 
of 71 citizens of Wayne county, Ohio, praying for the 
construction of a bridge across the Ohio river at Wheel- 


ing, Virginia: referred to the Conumnittee on Roads and Ca- 
nals. 

Iiy Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of citizens of Portland, 
in the State of Maine, praying for the extension of the pen 
sion laws to the widows of the officers and soldiers of the 
revolutionary war, who were married subsequent to 1794: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

ty Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: ‘The petition of Samuel 
Worthington, praying leave to enter lands tor which he paid 
the Receiver in St. Augustine in 1837, who neglected to 
make the entry, or to have his money refunded: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. , 

By Mr. LASERE: The petition of J. A. E. Degrand, of 
Paris, France, for the reimbursement of two thirds of the 
amount paid by him to the Patent Office, he having aban 
doned all claim to a patent: referred to the Consnuitee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. I. FE. HOLMES: The memorial of Mrs. Frances 
Moore, to be paid lost indents or certificates of money loan- 
ed to the use of the revolutionary war. : 

By Mr. PETTIT: The petition of Clark Northup, and Si 
others, of Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, praying the abo 
lition of the office of chaplain to Congress: reterred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Also, the petition of Wilbur 
Gardner, and 59 others of the same county-and State, prav- 


ing in like manner: referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The letter of Franklin Cannon, of 
Jackson, Missouri, with statistics of population and land 
sales, in the Jackson land district, Missouri, and remon 
Strating against the removal thereof: referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, to 
accompany House bill No. 21. Also, the memorial of Cor 
nelius Vanarsdel, praying for confirmation in a pre emption 
claim to a tract of land in Missouri: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 6, 1846. 


The reading of the Journal was dispensed with, 
on motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, and was ap- 
proved. 


Mr. BRODHEAD indicated a motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; but yielded the floor to 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, who introduced to the 
House 

Mr. McDowe nt, member elect from the State of 
Virginia; who was qualified, and took his seat. 


NEW JERSEY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. DOBBIN offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the Speaker of this House pay, 
out of the fund and mileage of members, to Isaac 
G. Fariee, the pay and mileage of a member of 
this House, from the Ist day of December, 1845, 
to the 4th day of March, 1846, inclusive, that being 
the time he was engaged contesting the seat of 
John Runk, a member of this House. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved so to amend the resolu- 

tion as to provide for the payment of John M. 
Jotts until the time of the decision of his case, at 
the first session of the last Congress. 

Mr. DOBBIN demanded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER ruled the amendment out of 
order, on the ground that the resolution provided 
for the payment of Mr. Farlee out of a specific 
fund, set apart, under a bill reported from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, for the pay and mile- 
age of members of the 29th Congress. The pay 
of a member of a former House must be derived, 
therefore, from some other fund. 

Some conversation followed 
SCHENCK and the SPEAKER. 

Mr. J. H. EWING moved so to amend the re- 
solution as to provide for the payment of Mr. Botts 
out of any moneys in the treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. ‘ 

The SPEAKER said the amendment would not 
be in order, because it would require a joint resolu- 
tion of both houses. 

Mr. J. H. EWING gave notice that he would 
introduce such a resolution. 

Mr. DOBBIN insisted on his demand for the 
previous question. 

And, after some further conversation, the ques- 
tion was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So there was a second. 


between Mr. 
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And the main question (for the adoption of the || 
resolution) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. J. Q. Adams, Arnold, Bayly, 
tedinger, Benton, Jas. A. Black, Bowlin, Brink- 
erhoff, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Buffington, 
John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, 
Collin, Daniel, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dob- 
bin, Edsall, John H. Ewing, Foot, Fries, Giles, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, 
Harmanson, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. 
Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, 8S. D. Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jo- | 
seph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, 
Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler 
King, Lawrence, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
McClean, McClelland, MeClernand, Marsh, J. P. 
Martin, Morris, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Owen, 
Parish, Payne, Perrill, Pett, Pollock, Price, 
Ramsey, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, 
J. A. Rockwell, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scam- 
mon, Schenck, Severance, Alex. D. Sims, Leonard 
H. Sims, Truman South, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Stewart, St. John, Suohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, 
James Thompson, Tibbatts, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, 

Woodworth, Yell, and Young—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Atkinson, 
Bell, Milton Brown, Clarke, Cranston, Crozier, 
Cullom, Culver, Dromgoole, Erdman, Ficklin, 
Giddines, Graham, Hoge, Hopkins, George S. 
Houston, Joseph Johnson, akin Johnson, G. 
W. Jones, Kennedy, Leake, Long, McConnell, 
James McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, Me- 
livaine, McKay, Barclay Martun, Morse, Pendle- 
ton, Reid, Ritter, Root, Seaman, Thomas Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Towns, ‘Trumbo, 
Wheaton, and Woodward—44. 


So the resolution was adopted. 


The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the report of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, in the case of Farley D. 
‘Thompson and others. 

Mr. DANIEL inquired whether it would now 
be in order to move to go into committee on the 
private calendar. If so, he made that motion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD submitted that his motion to 
ro into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was first in order. 

The SPEAKER said he did not understand the 
gentleman as pressing that motion, but as having 
withdrawn it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD had waived the motion, he || 
not withdrawn it. 
Some conversation followed. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired of the Speaker, 
how far the call of the committees for reports had 
rrogressed yesterday ? 

The SPEAKER. So far as the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he hoped the House 
would allow one hour to the reception of reports. 

The SPEAKER said the first motion in order 
would be on proceeding to the consideration of the 
rivate Maia 

Mr. DROMGOOLE was understood to say that 
he had a report from a committee which he was 
very anxious to make. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked Mr. Dawntet to with- 
draw his motion so as to enable him to offer a res- 
olution. 

Mr. DANIEL declined so to do, and desired to 
state his reasons. 

But the SPEAKER said it would not be in 
orde r. 

And the SPEAKER explained, that, should 
the House decide to pass to the consideration of 
private business, the first in that order would be 
bills on the Speaker’s table, on the question of en- 
gvrossment. 

‘The question was then taken (by tellers) on the 
motion of Mr. Danrex, and decided in the nega- 
live—ayes 65, noes 70. 

So the House refused to pass to the considera- 
tion of private business. 


said, 


CONTESTED ELECTION FROM VIRGINIA. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved that the rules be sus- 
pended to enable him to introduce the following 
resolution, and asked the yeas and nays on that 
mouon; which were ordered. 


| ration; and if he had, he presumed it was known 
| to his colleague, [Mr. Scnenck.] 


|} and Mr. SCHENCK, 


| Vinton, White, Winthrop, Wright and Young— | 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be in- 


| structed to audit and pay, out of the contingent 


fund of this House, the mileage and pay of John | 
M. Botts, who contested the seat of ev WwW. 
Jones, of Virginia, in the last Congress—from the | 
first day of the first session of the 28th Congress, | 
to the hey when the said contest was decided, in- | 
clusive. 

Mr. FARAN then inquired if it was not true | 
that Mr. John M. Botts had declared publicly, in || 
the streets of Washington, that he had no hope of | 
succeeding in his contest for the seat held by John | 
W. Jones in the last Congress, and that the only | 
motive he had in contesting the seat of Mr. Jones | 
was, to get an opportunity to make a_ speech | 
against John Tyler? Mr. F. said he had heard || 
that Mr. Botts had repeatedly made such a decla- |) 


Mr. SCHENCK answered, that he had never ' 
before heard a suggestion of such a declaration | 
having been made by Mr. Botts, and he believed | 
the report was entirely unfounded. 

After some conversation between Mr. FARAN 


The question, ** Shall the rules be suspended ¢” 
was taken, and decided in the negative, as follows: | 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q@. Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Blanchard, Buffington, William W. 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. 
Chapman, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dock- 
ery, John H. Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Grider, Grin- 
nell, Harper, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. 
Holmes, ie W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. 
King, Lewis, Levin, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, 
Miller, Moseley, Parish, Payne, Perrill, Pollock, |, 
Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Tru- 
man Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stew- | 
art, Strohm, Thibobeaux, Benjamin Thompson, | 


62. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, James Black, Bow- | 
lin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Collin, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Cullom, Culver, Daniel, DeMott, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, Pei, Ficklin, Fries, 
Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Haral- 
son, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, 
George 8S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, James H. John- 
son, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Long, || 
Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, MceClernand, \| 
McConnell, James McDowell, McGaughey, Mc- 
Kay, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Govte, 
Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Price, 
Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, Alexander 
D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. 
John, Strong, James Thompson, Thurman, Tib- 
batts, Toombs, ‘Towns, ‘Trumbo, Wentworth, | 
Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, | 
Yancey, Yell, and Yost—109. 

So the rules were not suspended, and the resolu- | 
tion was not received. 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the House resolve | 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union. 

The yeas and nays were asked and refused. 

And the motion of Mr. Tisparts was rejected. 


Mr. |. E. HOLMES moved that when the House | 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. RATE iBUN asked the yeas and nays; which 
were refused. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to take the question, 
and the vote stood—ayes 130, noes not counted. 

So the House decided that when it adjourns, it 
would adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


The House resumed the consideration of the | 
unfinished business of the morning hour, being the | 
report made yesterday by Mr. Hopkins, from the | 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, pro- |, 
viding that the said committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Farley 
ID. Thompson, and others, sureties of Chileon 


White, to be released from all liability arising from 








NAL GLOBE. 


| the defaleation of said White while 


|| Andrew English for forage furnished 
| lutionary war) by said English: referred to 
| on Revolutionary Claims. i D 
| number of citizens of Indiana and Illinois, praying the ¢* 


| sen, John Delafield, William 


March 6, 


postmaster at 


Lagrange, Alabama, and that it be laid upon the 


table. : 
Mr. G.S. Houston had heretofore moved to re. 
commit the bill with the following instructions: 
* To report a bill releasing F. D. Thomson from 
the amount of defalcation which occurred after the 
appointment of John S. Napier to the office,” 


Mr. Gorpon had yesterday moved that the whole 


' subject be laid on the table; pending which motion 


the morning hour had expired. 

And the question was now taken on the said 
motion, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the whole subject was laid on the table. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House passed 
to the consideration of bills on the private calen. 
dar, under the restriction contained in the follow. 
ing rule : 

**On the first and fourth Friday of each month 
the calendar of private bills shall be called over 
and the bills, to the passage of which no objection 
shall then be made, shall be first considered and 


_ disposed of.” 


The bill for the relief of Colonel William Gray- 
son coming up, 

Mr. CLARKE rose and withdrew his objec- 
tion. 

But debate being indicated, the bill went over, 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
motion made Mr. Crarke on Saturday, the 
21st, to menoneiier the vote by which the House, 
on that day, laid upon the table the bill for the re- 
lief of Charles M. Gibson. 

And the question being put, * Shall the said vote 
be reconsidered ?”” it was decided in the negative. 

So the said bill was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. Jvtivs 
RockwELt in the chair, on the private calendar. 

A great number of bills, to which objection was 
made, were laid over. 

The following bills were laid aside to be reported 
to the House: 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Jordan; 

A bill for the relief of Wiley B. Parnell; 

A bill for the relief of Isabella Baldridge, widow 


_ of Captain John Baldridge; 


A bill for the relief of Samson Brown. 
Mr. GORDON moved that the committee rise, 


| (with a view to act on the said bills in the House.) 


No quorum voted. 
So the committee rose, and reported the fact to 


| the House. 


Whereupon the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 


| sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 


priate committees: 
By Mr. NORRIS: The petition of Richard Melvin, Jane 


| Perham, Martha Jeffers, and Nancy C. Hardy, children and 


legal representatives of Mary Patten, late of Chester, New 
Hampshire, for the amount of pension due the said Mary 


| Patten at the time of her decease. 


By Mr. STEWART: The petition and documents of Pe- 
ter Myers, of Greene county, Pennsylvania, a soldier of the 
late war: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. DAVIS: The petition of John F. Gillespie, of 
Adams county, Mississippi, praying to be permitted to enter 
at the minimum price a tract of land of which he now holds 
possession : referred to the Committee of Claims. _ 

By Mr. MeCLERNAND: The petition of 173 citizens of 
Wiiliamson county, Illinois, praying the establishment of 
a national armory and foundry at Fort Massac, in said State: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMANSON: The petition of William McFar- 
land, asking confirmation of private land claims. The pet- 
tion of Elizabeth Burroughs for confirmation of a private 
claim. : : 

By Mr. R. SMITH: The petition of the heirs of Captain 
i the army (in the revo- 
the Committee 
Memorials signed by a large 
tablishment of a mail-route direct from Evansville, Indiana, 
to Fairfield, Minois, and the discontinuance of a yi * 
mail-route: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. : seials 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: A memorial, numerously ia 
by travellers on the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, praying t 

of a Jaw which shall compel the owners and Cap- 

tains of steam vessels to have placed on each outside boiler 

« Evans’s Safety Guard,”’ to prevent explosions. of 
“By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of William Hawell. 

Ohio, for an increase of pension : referred to the Commitiee 


| on Revolutionary Pensions. 


By Mr. WOOD: The memorial of Theodore Frelinghuy- 
C. Redfield, and others, for re 
pealing the law imposing duties on scientific books. 
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